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enue into the Treasury, than any lower rate of | 
duty would produce. it did this by encouraging 
American industry, and giving to American citi- 
zens the ability and means of becoming consumers | 
ofimportations—thereby augmenting the revenue. 
{n support of this, he referred to the Treasury 
reports, from which he deduced, that, as the pros- 
rity of the country was increasing since the law 
was passed in 1842, imports were increasing in 
the same ratio. He went into a variety of statis- | 
tical details to show that imports are increasing, | 
and that the revenue from customs is increasing; | 
so that, instead of a deficiency of $2,000,000 at 
the end of the fiscal year, in June, 1844, as sup- 
posed by the Secretary of the Treasury, there 
would be, from the increase of customs beyond 
the estimates, a surplus. He anticipated that the 
revenue from customs of the fiscal year would be 
¢23,000,000, instead of $20,000,000 estimated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. He had had let- 
ters from the best informed merchants and im- 
porters of New York, that the customs of the | 
fiscal year would actually amount to twenty-five 
or twenty-six millions; but he was not himself so | 
sanguine—he thought $23,000,000 would be real- | 
ized. He denied that there was any occasion 
for the Secretary of the Treasury to expend 
$26,000,000 for the ordinary expenses of the Gov- 
ernment; as he made his estimates on the assump- | 
tion that all outstanding appropriations and war- 
rants must be included in the year, together with | 
the new appropriation of this session; whereas | 
itwas notorious that, at the end of the fiscal year, 
there would be just as much outstanding appro- 
priations and warrants of the new appropriations 
as would have been taken in of the old. Hence, 
adding the increase from customs to the deduction | 
for outstanding appropriations and the savings of 
expenditures which Congress would effect—and 
heargued from the disposition of the other House 
that the appropriations this year would not exceed 


| 
} 
| 
| 


surplus in the Treasury: and, therefore, instead | 
of ruined commerce and a bankrupt Treasury, | 
the country would be found rapidly advancing in | 
prosperity, the imports increasing as the means | 
of the people increased their ability for consump- | 
tion, and the Treasury would be so abundantly | 
supplied, that it might be expected the portion of | 
the public'debt falling due would be met promptly | 
and without embarrassment. These were facts | 
with which he proposed to meet the theories of | 
the Senator from South Carolina. The duty- | 
prying imports of the year, he anticipated, would | 
sixty-two or sixty-three millions; which, at | 
the average of the present tariff, (thirty-four per | 
cent.,) would yield a revenue of $23,000,000. 
With regard to the Senator’s argument—that | 
nothing in the nature of commerce was worth con- | 
sidering but foreign commerce—he insisted that | 
the whole amount of foreign commerce, at the best | 
of times, (say two hundred million dollars,) was 
a mere trifle in comparison with the internal com- 
meree of the country, which he estimated at one | 
thousand million, or one half the productions of | 
the Union, generally allowed to be two thousand | 
million. He maintained that foreign commerce | 
was prospering, instead of sinking; new ships | 
were building; enterprise was extending; no com- 
plaints were made by the shipping interests; the 
wages of sailors was on the advance; and, all 
these things considered, he did not see where the 
Senator from South Carolina got his data for as- 
serting that half of our foreign commerce was al- | 
teady annihilated by the tariff law of 1842. 
_ Then, as to low duties having a tendency to 
increase imports and high duties to decrease them, 
he contended that the facts proved the reverse. 
He had tables before him, from which he found 
that, from 1821 to 1824, inclusive, the tariff being 
yor per cent., the dutiable imports were 
$66,200,000 annually ; from 1824 to 1828, the tariff 
being thirty-eight per cent., the dutiable imports 
were $75,300, annually; from 1828 to 1833, 
the duties being forty-one per cent., the annual 
imports were $74,200,000; and from 1833 to 1842, 
with a reduced duty of only thirty-one per cent., 
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the imports fell to $71,000,000; from 1843 to 1842, | 
with a duty of only twenty-three per cent., the | 
imports fell to $69,000,000. He also insisted that | 
the falling off of imports of free goods was in the 

same proportion with the falling off of dutiable | 
goods, as duties diminished. 

Mr E. having by this time spoken two hours, | 
and being evidently fatigued— 

It was proposed by Mr. BATES that the Sen- 
ate adjourn; but, 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, who said there || 
was executive business which ought to be disposed || 
of to-day, the Senate went into executive session; 
and soon after 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. || 
Monpar, January 22, 1844. 

Mr. HUDSON announced the attendance of 
his colleague, Mr. Osmyn Baker; and the oath 
to support the Constitution having been adminis- 
tered to Mr. Baker by the Speaker, he took his 
seat. 


1 


Mr. REDING gave notice that he should to- || 
morrow ask leave to introduce a joint resolution 
to amend the 19th joint rule, so as to read as fol- 
lows: 

No intoxicating liquors shal! be offered for sale or exhib- 
ited within the Capitol, or on the public grounds adjacent 


thereto; and that the restaurateurs be forthwith removed 
from the Capitol. 


FAILURE OF THE MAIL. 
Mr. SLIDELL submitted the following reso- || 


lution; which was considered and adopted: 
Resolved, That the Postmaster General present to this 
House the reasons and causes, so far as may be known to 
the Departinent, of the frequent failures of the mail between 
the city of Washington and New Orleans ; and that he sug- 
gest, also, what means under the control of the Depart- 
ment exist to insure more regular delivery of the said mail, 
and whether it is contemplated to change the mode of trans- 
portation of the mail over any portion of said route. 


MASTERS’ MATES AND MIDSHIPMEN. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON, by leave, introduced the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform this House what persons (and giving the 
name of each) who have been appointed by the Secretary, | 
or other officers of the Navy, masters’ mates, and permitted | 


TEMPERANCE. I 
{| 
| 
| 


| 
j 


or required to do duty as midshipmen, since the passage of || 


the law limiting the number of midshipmen, and on board 
what ships or vessels they are employed ; and that the sail- 
ing of the frigate Raritan, now ready for sea, be postponed | 
or delayed until the legality of such appointinents be in- | 
quired into, or until the masters’ mates so appointed and so | 
acting be dismissed from on board said frigate. 
Mr. J. said Congress had passed a Jaw limiting | 
| the number of midshipmen in the naval service, 
and yet a number of persons had been appointed 
as masters’ mates who were doing duty as mid- 
shipmen. 


Mr. FISH suggested that the resolution should | 
extend the inquiry to the expediency of repealing | 


the law fixing the present limit. 
Mr. C. JOHNSON had no objectios. to that. 
After a few words from Mr. PARMENTER, 


Mr. VANCE, and others, the resolution was |} 


agreed to. 
ELECTIONS BY GENERAL TICKET. 


Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee of Elec- | 


tions, which ‘had been instructed by a resolution 


of the House to inquire into the legality of the | 


elections of the members returned from the States 
of New Hampshire, Missouri, Georgia, and Mis- 
memeppls made a report thereon, concluding with 
the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the second section of an ‘Act for the ap- 

rtionment of the Representatives among the several 

tates, according to the sixth census,” approved June 25, 
1842, is not a law made in pursuance of the Constitution of 
the United States, and valid, operative, and binding upon 
the States. 

Resolved, That all the members of this House, (excepting 
the two contested cases from Virginia, upon which no opin- 
ion is hereby expressed,) have been elected in conformity 
with the Constitution and jaws, and are entitled to their 
seats in this House. 


On motion of Mr. DOUGLAS, the above re- 
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|| a majority of the House could take it up at any 


| call up the report to-morrow two weeks, imme- 


| of preémption to certain lots in the town of Per- 
| rysburg, Ohio; which was read twice, and re- 


| lief of Eaton Nance; which was read twice, and 


| was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 


‘| Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama. 
i} Messrs. HOGE and WENTWORTH, of Illi- 
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ort was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Iouse, and ordered to be printed, 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, leave 
was granted to the minority of said committee to 
make a report on the same subject. 

Mr. ELMER moved to assign to-morrow two 
weeks as the day for considering this subject. 

The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 
New Jersey, that this being a privileged question, 


time. 
Mr. ELMER then gave notice that he would 


diately after the expiration of the morning hour. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. St. JOHN, on leave, and in pursuance of 
notice given, introduced a bill extending the act 
of Congress of 27th July, 1842, granting the right 


ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. CALDWELL, on leave, and in pursu- 
ance of notice given, introduced a bill for the re- 


referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, on leave, and in pur- 
suance of notice given, introduced a bill for the 
relief of Pierre Menard, and the legal represent- 
atives of Antoine Peltier and Joseph Placy; which 


Revolutionary Claims. 
PETITION DAY. 


Mr. DICKEY called for the orders of the day. 
The SPEAKER announced that the order of 
the day was the call for petitions from States. 
Petitions were then presented, as follows: 
| By Messrs. HUNT and McCLELLAND, of 
| Michigan. 
| Messrs.JAMESON,RELFE,and HUGHES, 


| of Missouri. 


; nous, ; 

| Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina. 

| Messrs. KENNEDY, DAVIS, PETTIT, 
| BROWN, and HENLEY, of Indiana, 

| Messrs. FLORENCE, VINTON, HARPER, 
| DEAN, DUNCAN, TILDEN, and GIDDINGS, 
of Ohio. 

{Mr. Gippings presented several abolition peti- 
tions,and moved their reference; but the Speaker 
deciding they came within the 2lst rule, they 
were not received. } 

Mr. GIDDINGS presented a petition praying 
for the passage of a law to make it penal for a 
United States officer to assist in the capture of a 
| fugitive slave. 

Mr. SAUNDERS objected (as the Clerk was 
reading the petition to the House) to the reading 
of the petition. He said the Chair should de- 
cide whether it was admissible, under the rule, 
| without bringing it before the House. 
|| The SPEAKER replied that he considered it 
admissible, as he did not consider it as coming 
|| within the rule. 

'| The Clerk then read the petition 

|| Mr. LEWIS remarked that, if they should re- 
|| ceive and refer such a petition, they might as 
well throw open the door at once. 

The SPEAKER explained. The rule of the 
House prohibited the reception of petitions pray- 
'| ing for the abolition of slavery in the District of 
|| Columbia, or any State or Territory, or the slave 
| trade between the States or Territories of the 
|| United States; but this petition prayed that a law 
|| should be passed to make it penal for a United 
|| States officer to assist in the capture of a person 
|| suspected of being a fugitive from slavery. It 
'| prayed for a law to prescribe the duties of United 
States officers. 

Mr. LEWIS objected to its reception; remark- 
ing that, if the object of the petitioners was 
gained, there would very soon be no slavery to 
|| abolish. 

‘| Mr. GIDDINGS. 
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petition came within that clause of the rule which 
prohibited the reception of petitions in relation to 
the slave trade between the States and Territories 
of the United States in which it now exists. 

The SPEAKER adhered to his original de- 
cision. 

Mr. BLACK said it was with great reluctance 
that he appealed from the decision of the Chair; 
but, believing that it came within the rule, he 
must do so. He wished the Chair to reconsider 
the decision, and that the subject should go over 
for that purpose. To accomplish this object, he 
avowed his intention to debate the subject, and 
he presumed it must therefore go over. 

Mr. BRODHEAD inquired if the appeal went 
over too, and whether that was debatable ? 

The SPEAKER said the subjectitself was not 
debatable, and therefore no saiceanel matter was 
debatable; and also, that the petition would not 
go over on the ground that a gentleman wished 
to debate it. 

Mr. BLACK would urge his appeal; and he 
desired to state the ground of it, if that were in 
erder. The petition prayed that the Federal of- 
ficers of this Government might be prohibited 
from apprehending fagitive slaves, and the Chair 
had decided that sucha petition did not fall with- 
in the rule. Now, he contended that it did fall 
within the latter part of the rule, which prohib- 
ited the reception of petitions on the subject of 
the slave trade between the States. Now, if fu- 
gitive slaves, sold from one State to another, 
could not be apprehended, there would be no 
legitimate trade in slaves; and this petition was 


evidently designed to effect that object, and con- 


sequently came within the rule. 
fr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays on 
the appeal. 

Mr. DELLET, Mr. SAUNDERS, and Mr. 
JAMESON, made some observations. 

Mr. WILKINS reminded the Chair that a pe- 
tition precisely like this had been received and 
referred. 

Mr. PAYNE moved to lay the appeal on the 
table: which, after a few words from Mr. GID- 
DINGS, and Mr. LEW 1s, was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE then raised the question of recep- 
tion. 

Mr. ©. JOHNSON moved to lay that resolu- 
tion on the table. 

Mr. GIDDINGS raised the point of order, 
whether the motion of the gentleman from Ala- 
bema [Mr. Payne] was not too late. 

The SPEAKER decided it to be in order. 

Mr. HUDSON called for the yeas ~~ nays 
on the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
{Mr. C. Jounson,] and they were ordered—the 
vote being taken by Messrs. Grinnevt and Har- 
ALSON, tellers. 

The yeas and nays were then taken on the mo- 
tion of Mr. C. Jounson, and it was negatived: 
yeas 85, nays 87. 

The question then recurred u 
the gentleman from Alabama, Shall the petition 
be received ? 

Mr, C. JOHNSON demanded the previous 
question. 

Upon seconding the demand for the previous 
question, tellers were appointed, who reported the 
votes as follows—98 in the affirmative and 25 in 
the negative. So there was a second. 

The main question being then put, Shall the 
petition be received? 

Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays; 
which, being ordered, were taken, and reshlted— 
yeas 85, nays 86; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Beardsley, Benton, 


tions, which, not coming within the rule, were 


| black Republic of Hayti; 
| A petition remonstrating against the 21st rule; || 


_ Constitution so as to deprive the southern States || 


| Douglas, Dromgoole, Ficklin, French, Gilmer, Hammett, 
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Mr. BLACK said he was of opinion that the | man, Chappell, Chilton, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cul- || 


tom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Deberry, Detlet, Dillingham, 


Haralson, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Houston, Hu- 
bard, Hughes, Jameson, Cave Johnson, Andrew Johnson, | 
George W. Jones, Preston King, Labranche, Lewis, Lucas, | 
Lumpkin, MeClernand, McKay, Murphy, Newton, Norris, 
Payne, Peyton, Rayner, David 8S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, 
Russell, Saunders, Senter, Simpson, Slidell, John T’. Smith, 


Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stephens, Stiies, 1] 


Stone, Strong, Summers, ‘Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson, | 
Tibbatts, Weller, Wentworth, and Woodward—86. 


So the petition was not received. 


Mr. GIDDINGS then presented several peti- | 
tions from citizens of Ohio, remonstrating against 
the annexation of Texas to the Union; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- | 
tons. 

Mr. G. also presented the petition of Martin | 
Mitchell, of New York, praying, in case Texas 
shall be admitted into the Union, the State of 
New York may be annexed to the British Prov- | 
ince of Canada. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE objected to the reception 
of the petition, unless it could be shown that this || 
individual was authorized to speak for the people || 
of New York. i] 

Mr. WELLER moved to lay the question of |, 
reception on the table. 

The question being put, it resulted— 
nays 3]. 

No quorum voting. i 

Mr. ADAMS called for tellers; but they were |, 
not ordered. 

The SPEAKER put the question again; and | 
the vote was—ayes 56, noes 58. | 

No quorum voting. | 

Mr. WELLER called for tellers; and they | 
were ordered. | 

The vote was again taken, and resulted—ayes | 
89, noes 26. 

- the question of reception was laid on the 
table. 7 


Mr. GIDDINGS then presented several aboli- | 


yeas 4], | 


| 


_tion petitions, which the Speaker decided were || 
| prohibited by the 2lst rule; and they were not | 


received. 
Mr. G. also presented several abolition peti- | 


received and referred: 

A petition praying for the recognition of the 
and 

Petitions praying for an amendmént to the 


of their slave representation. 
Petitions were also presented by Messrs. DUN- 


| CAN, TILDEN, and POTTER, of Ohio. 


Mr. HARDIN presented petitions from Illi- | 


Mr. T. SMITH, of Indiana, presented peti- 


| tions under similar circumstances. 


pon the motion of |! 


Petitions were presented by— 
Messrs. CULLOM, SENTER, and BLACK- | 
WELL, of Tennessee. 
Mr. ‘THOMASSON, of Kentucky. 
Mr. BLACK, of Georgia. 


_acitizen of Florida, addressed to the gentleman | 


from Georgia, on the subject of the election of || 


| the territorial officers by the people; and its pecu- 


Hidlack, James Black, Brodhead, Jeremiah Brown, Carroll, || 


Catlin, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Richard D. 
Davis, Dean, Dickey, Dickinson, Duncan, Duniap, Ellis, 
Eimer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Frick, Giddings, Byram 
Green, Grinnell, Hamlin, Hardin, Hays, Henley, Hubbell, 
Iiudson, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. 
Jngersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, Daniel P. King, 


liar shape led to some conversation on its admis- || 
sibility; and, after a few words on the question | 
of reference, it was referred to the Committee on || 


Territories. 


On motion of Mr. LEVY, a bill on the same || 
subject, which he had introduced, was given the 


same direction. ] 

Petitions were presented by Messrs. RHETT 
and HOLMES, of South Carolina. 

Mr. CALDWELL, agreeably to previous no- 
tice, introduced a bill for the relief of Eaton 


| Nance; which was read twice, and referred to the 


Kirkpatrick, Leonard, Lyon, McCauslen, Maclay, Mc- || 


Cielland, Marsh, Joseph Morris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Eli- 
sha R. Potter, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, 
Charles M. Reed, Ritter, Robinson, Rogers, St. John, Sem- 
ple, Severance, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, 
Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, 
John Stewart, Sykes, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, 
Wheaton, White, Williams, Wilkins, Winthrop, William 
Wright, Joseph A. Wright. and Yost—85. 

NAYS—Meesrs. Ashe. Atkinson, Barringer, Belser, Ed- 
ward J. Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bossier, Bower, | 
Bowlin, Boyd, Aaron V. Brown, Milten Brown, Burke, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chap- 


Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. RHETT presented a memorial from the 
free trade association of New York, and asked 


for its reading; and that it be referred to the 
| Committee of Ways and Means; and that it be 


| printed. 


After some conversation, the memorial 
was read and referred; and the motion to print 
was rejected. 

Petitions were also presented by— 

Messrs. HOLMES and CAMPBELL, of 
South Carolina. 


|| the construction of a bridge across the 


——— Or 


| ..Messrs. DROMGOOLE, CHILTON, qi. 
MER, and NEWTON, of Virginia. : 

__ Messrs. WILKINS, STEWART, DICKEy 
BRODHEAD, BIDLACK, and IRVIN, ;/ 
Pennsylvania. : 

_ Mr. WILKINS presented the resolutions o¢ 

| the Legislature of Pennsylvania, instructing th, 
Senators and requesting their Representatives ; 

Congress to vote against any appropriation ¢; 


January 22. 


ir 
n 
rr 


dg Ohio river 
at Wheeling, or the raising of any superstrye. 
ture calculated to impede the navigation of thy 
great thoroughfare; which was referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 
Mr. STEENROD presented a letter from M; 
Elliott, a scientific engineer and practical mechan. 
ic, showing that such a work would not impede 


_ the navigation of the Ohio; and moved that it be 


referred to the same committee, and printed. 

The SPEAKER said that it could only be re. 
ceived by general consent. 

Mr. DICKEY objected, and it was not pp. 
ceived. 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented the petition of 
sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
reduction of the pay of members of Congress, ang 


particularly for the reduction of their mileage; 


which was referred to the Committee on Retrench. 
ment. 

Mr. BIDLACK- presented the petition of sup. 
dry citizens of Wilkesbarre, praying for the re. 


| duction of postages and the reformation of the 


franking privilege; which was referred to the 


|| Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. STRONG presented the resolutions of the 
Legislature of New York, instructing their Sen- 


| ators and requesting their Representatives in Con- 
| gress to use their best exertions to secure the pas- 
|| sage of a law for refunding the fine imposed on 
|| General Jackson by Judge Hall; which was laid 
|, on the table, and ordered to be printed 


Mr. S. also presented the petition of the Long 
Island Railroad Company, praying the remission 


| of the duties on railroad iron; which was referred 
, to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


Mr. BEARDSLEY presented the petition of 


|| certain citizens of New York, praying for the re- 
|| peal of the act of 1793, which provides for the 
'| arrest of fugitives from justice and fugitiveslaves, ' 


Mr. BLACK objected to the reception of the 
petition. 
Mr. WELLER moved to lay the question of 
reception on the table. 
r. BLACK then withdrew his objection, say- 


| ing that the motion to lay the question of recep- 


tion on the table was an evasion of the question. 
Mr. THOMPSON renewed the objection to the 


|| reception of the petition; and 
_nois, he having been out of his seat when that || 
| State was called. 


Mr. WELLER moved to lay the question of 


|| reception on the table. 
|| Mr. BEARDSLEY observed that it was some- 


| what desirable to have the full sense of the House 
| on this question, and he would, therefore, move 


‘| a call of the House, as it was thin, and had been 


| so all day. 
| Mr. HOPKINS observed that it was too late 


|| for a call of the House, and he therefore moved 
[This petition was in the shape of a letter from || 


that the House adjourn. 

Mr. ADAMS asked if the question now under 
consideration would come up to-morrow in case 
| the House then adjourned ? 

The SPEAKER replied that, in that case, It 
would not come up until next petition day. 

Mr. ADAMS then called for the yeas and 
nays on the motion to adjourn; but a sufficient 
number not rising to sustain the call, they were 
not ordered. 

The House then adjourned. 


The following notices of petitions presented to-day, were 
| handed to the reporters by the members presenting them: 
| By Mr. WENTWORTH: A petition which (he said) 
| was headed “‘ common schools,” “ universal education, 
| and divers other patriotic objects, and ending with a prayer 
that Texas may not be admitted into the Union, from sun- 
dry citizens of Troy Grove, La Salle county, Illinois ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 7 
Also, a petition from a large number of citizens of Chi- 
cago, praying the reduction of postage and abolition of the 
franking privilege ; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


| Also, the petition from Archimedes B. Wynkoop, of 
| Little Fort, Lake county, Illinois, praying the right to ex- 


tend a pier into Lake Michigan; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of Chesley D. Bailey and 
others, citizens of McDonough and Hancock counties, 10 
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the State of Illinois, praying the establishment of a mail 
route from Macomb, in said county of McDonough, via 
fpiandensville, La Harpe, Camp Creek, Pontoohee, and | 
Appanooee, tO Nauvoo, in said county of Hancock ; which |! 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post || 
eae. McCLELLAND: The petition of sundry citi- 
sens of Monroe, Michigan, for an appropriation to construct 
3 jight-house at that point. 

aiso, a claim of John Anderson, for payment for depre- 
astions committed by the enemy during the last war. 

* py Mr. HUBARD: The petition of Mary B. Perry et al., | 
peirs of John Donnell ; which was referred to the Comunit- | 
wee on Revolutionary Pensions. — y 

By Mr. BOW LIN: The petition of Alwer Harris, col- 
jector of the port of St. Louis, praying to be refunded cer- 
sain moneys paid out by him for medicine and attention to 
we sick on the marine list; which was referred to the 
Committee of Claims. \ 34 

Also, the petition of Alphonzo Wetmore, claiming back 
pension for the time between the date of his wounds and 
che time his pension was allowed; which was referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNCAN: The petition of the steamboat engi- 
neers and sundry citizens of Cincinnati, praying an amend- 
ment of that portion of the law of Congress entitled “ An 
act for the better security of the lives of passengers on board 
of vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam,” approved 
July 7, 1838, relative to steam engines, and to institute a 
yoard of examination in each port of entry in the western 
and southwestern States. : Py 

By Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut: The petition of 
Frary Hale and others, of the town of Gastenbury, Connec- 
veut, for a reduction of the rates of postage to a uniform 
sum of not more than five cents on all letters not exceeding 
halfan ounce in weight, and for the abolition of the frank- 
ing privilege ; which was reterred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Indiana: The petition of sundry cit- 
izens of Bartholomew county, Indiana, praying the estab- 
jshment of a mail route from Columbus to West Port, in 
Decatur county, Indiana. 

By Mr. CROSS: The petition of fifty citizens of Clark 
county, praying the establisinnent of a post route from 
tlockport, in Hot Spring county, to Presley Watts’s, on the 
east branch of Tulip Bayou, in the former county. 

Also, the petition of Joseph Smally, of Independence 
county, Arkansas, praying the passage of a law to author- 
ize him to enter a certain tract of land. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania: Petitions of citizens 
of Philadelphia city and count’, praying tor an appropria- 
von for a dry-dock at the navy yard at said city; which 
was referred to the Committee ou Commerce. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of J. B. Cook and two 
hundred and twenty-five others, citizens of Muskingum 
wunty, Ohio, prayiyg for a retrenchment of the expend- 
nures of the General Government; which was referred to 
the Couunittee on Retrenchment. 


—— 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, January 23, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Navy Depart- 
ment, covering reports from the Bureaus of Con- 
struction and Repair, and of Provision, of con- 
tracts made by them the last year; which was 
disposed of by a motion to print being referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

The CHAIR subsequently stated that it was 
discovered the communication was not signed, 
and that there was some other informality; and 
he suggested that the motion to print be reconsid- 
ered, and that the papers be returned to the De- 
partment. This suggestion was agreed to. 

Also laid before the Senate a communication 
from the War Department, transmitting (in com- 
pliance with the resolution of the Senate of the 
lith instant, calling for the correspondence of 
General Worth and other officers, relative to for- 
ufying the keys and islands around Cape Flor- 
ida, and the construction of a railroad across the 
peninsula of Florida) reports from the topograph- 
ical bureau, adjutant general, and quartermaster 
general, upon the subject; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

_ Also, a report from the War Department, giv- 
ing a list of the names of all persons employed in 
the service of the Indian department during the 
year 1843; which was ordered to lie on the table, 


and a motion to print referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 


RESIGNATION OF MR. SPRAGUE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 


a the following communication; which was 
read: 
Provipence, Ruope {stanp, January 17, 1844. 

Sim: In consequence of a most painful occurrence, I 
have resigned my seat in the Senate of the United States, 
and I herewith respectfully transmit to you a copy of my 
letter of resignation to the General Assembly of the State 
of Rhode Istand, which is now in session. 

In thus taking jeave of the Senate, I cannot withhold the 
expression of my grateful acknowledgments for the uniform 
kindness and courtesy which I have received on every oc- 
Casion, and my best and warmest wishes for your health 


seen tmaett EEE AO T 


ses LE er 


|| obedient servant, 


| portant of the three. 
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and happiness, and that of every member of the honorable 


body over which you preside. 

I have the honor to be, with the hizhest respect, your 
WM. SPRAGUE. 
To the Hon. Wiutie P. Manor, 

President pro tempore of the Senate of the United States. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. WHITE presented joint resolutions adopted 


| by the Legislature of Indiana, instructing the 


Senators and requesting the Representatives from 
that State to vote for and use their influence to 
procure the passage of a law refunding to Gen- 
eral Andrew Jackson the fine imposed on him at 


| New Orleans, in 1815, by Judge Hall; and to vote 


against any proposition or bill which may be in- 
troduced to Congress to assume the State debts 
by the General Government, or the adoption of 
what is generally known as William Cost John- 
son’s plan for paying the State debts, or in any 


; manner further to distribute the proceeds of the 


sales of the public lands. 
Mr. W. observed, that in presenting these joint 


| resolutions, he would avail himself of that occa- 


sion to say a few words on the question of the 
right of instruction. He was clearly and conclu- 


| sively convinced that the legislative body was not 


the organ of the will of the State which he repre- 
sented. He was ever ready to obey the mandates 


‘of the Legislature, if it could be conclusively 


shown that it represented the will of the people; 
but, constituted as it was by the recent election, 


| he was not prepared to obey those mandates. In 


reference to the three various subjects upon which 


| himself and his colleagues had been instructed to |) 


vote; he had nothing to say as to the propriety or 


| impropriety of the fine imposed upon General 


Jackson. That was a mere matter of political dis- 


' cussion, into which he did not wish, at thattime, 


to enter. The mere restoration of the money did 
not, in itself, involve any question of principle in 
the legislative branch of his State. He had voted 
against the bill once; and he now took this op- 
portunity to say that he had voted against it in 


| consequence of the ungracious manner in which 


it had been brought forward, and the political as- 
pect which it had assumed; not from any desire 
to refuse justice to a brave and honorable man. 
There remained one more topic—the most im- 
This was, the instructions 
which he had received to vote against any appro- 


| priation of the proceeds of the public lands for 


the purpose of internal improvement. In this 
matter he took issue with the Legislature of his 
State. He would state the interest which Indi- 
ara had in these appropriations. That State had 
done a great deal, in addition to the assumption 


| of her own proper burden, for the benefit of the 
| country. She had, in the completion of the Ohio 


' canal, expended millions of dollars. 


| works. 


She had 
nearly connected, by a canal, the Wabash river 
with the Ohio—a work which now supports a 
commerce scarcely second to that of the great 
Ohio canal. She had constructed a canal to the 
valley of White-water, which is to be extended 
still further, and which will be finished in a short 
time. One branch of this canal led to Lawrence- 
burg, and another to Cincinnati. In addition to 
that, she had expended $40,000,000 on other 
All this Indiana had done for the com- 
merce of the country; and in executing these 


| works, she had been compeiled to contract debts 
|} —ten or eleven millions in all—which she had 


not yet been able to meet, but which she had 


every prospect of speedily liquidating. The State | 


| of Indiana was pledged and plighited to the distri- 


| 


bution of the proceeds of the public lands. Was 
it in the power of the Legislature to give suitable 
instructions in reference to this subject? 

He had only to say that he apprehended the 
question of the disbursement of proceeds of the 
public lands would not be a question to be voted 
upon during the present session of Congress. It 


| was now in nubibus, and, so faras he knew, there 


was no disposition among any parties to refer to 
the subject at the present session. He should 


| Vote upon it at another time; and it was enough 
| for him to say that, in his humble opinion, be- 


| 
| 
| 


fore that day would come, another Legislature of 
Indiana would reverse these instructions, and he 
would not be driven to the disagreeable necessity 
of disobeying them. Not all the power of any 
Legislature could prevent him from arguing a 
aro, and acting upon it in accordance with 
those arguments. ith the greatest respect for 
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| the Legislature of the State which he, in part, 
represented, he had presented these resolutions, 
disclaiming, in the first place, their right of in- 
struction upon the subject of General Jackson's 
fine; in the second place, assuming that no sach 
proposition as that of the Johnson plan could be 
a legitimate subject of iegislation; and thirdly, 
firmly convinced that the Legislature had mis- 
taken its policy in regard to the distribution of 

| the proceeds of the public lands. 

| The resolutions having been read, were ordered 

to be printed. 

Mr. W. also presented four several memorials 
from citizens of Indiana and Ohio, praying a 
grant of land in the old Vincennes district, for the 
extension of the Wabash and Erie canal to the 
Ohio river; which were referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 
| Mr. BATES presented a petition from a num- 
| ber of citizens of Northampton, Massachusetts, 
| praying for a reduction of the rates of postage; 
| which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
| Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Legislature of 
| Massachusetts, on the subject of American claims 
| for spoliations committed by the French prior to 
| 1800, and urging upon Congress the propriety of 
making indemnity; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 
be printed, 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Legislature of 
| Massachusetts, femonstrating against the annex- 
| ation of Texas to the United States; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Also, a resolution adopted by the Legislature 
| of Massachusetts, instructing the Senators and 
| requesting the Representatives from that State to 
| vote for such an amendment to the Constitution 
| as willallow only free persons to be represented; 

or in other words, to abrogate slave representa- 
| tion. The following resolution proposing the 

amendment was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the following amendment to the Consti- 
| tution of the United States is hereby recommended to the 

consideration of Congress, to be acted on according to the 
| filth article. The third clause of the second section of the 
| first article shall read in the words following: Represenia- 
| tives and direct taxes shall be apportioned among the sev- 
| eral States which are or may be included within this Union, 
| according to their respective numbers of free persons, ex 
| cluding Indians not taxed. ‘The actual enumeration shall 
| be made within two vears from the date of the adoption of 
| this amendment, in the manner provided by the Constutu 
| tion, and within every subsequent tern of ten — in such 
| manner as the Congress shall by law direct. The number 
| of Representatives shall not exceed one for every thirty 
| thousand, buteach State shall have at least one Represent- 
| ative. 

Mr. KING said he could but regret that it had 
| become the duty of the honorable Senator from 
| Massachusetts to present to the Senate of the 
| United States a proposition of the Legislature of 
| his State to dissolve the Union. Was there a 
| man within the hearing of his voice that believed, 
| for one moment, that such an amendment could 
|| be made; and if it could be, by any possibtiity, 
| that the Federal Government would last for twen- 
ty-four hours after it was made. It is a resolu- 
| tion framed almost identically like that which had 
| been concocted by the inhabitants of Massachu- 
setts in another period in the history of this Gov- 
ernment. It is such as was, during the late war, 
passed by the Hartford convention; when a set 
of—he would not now characterize them—who, 
| finding the United States engaged in a war to 
|| which they were opposed, threw every obstacle 
| in the way of its successful prosecution. They 
|| met together to embarrass the Government, and 
‘| passed resolutions, one of which was precisely 
| similar to this resolution. That the General As- 
| sembly of Massachusetts should take up one of 
| those resolutions, after so many attempts to ex- 
|| plain them away, and get clear of the odium con- 
‘| nected with them, and to adopt its very words, 
| showed a feeling of hostility to an institution, 
| which, if persisted in, was calculated to sap the 
very foundations of the Government itself. He 
regretted—he could not but regret, as an Ameri- 
'| ican citizen—that the citizens of the South could 
not be permitted to repose in the security which 
they supposed themselves to have, ander the 
| Constitution of the country. He repeated, that 
| every effort of this kind was calculated to snap 
| asunder the bonds of this Union. There are too 


i 
| 
| 
; 
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many cases of this kind, having a tendency to 
weaken the Union, by creating unkind feelings 


between two sections. Every such effort cannot 
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fail to alienate still more those who now believe 
themselves to be oppressively and unjustly treated. 
He said that he trusted in God that all such un- 


holy efforts against the union of the country | 
The Government was in- | 
tended to protect and guard the interests of all | 
sections; and, in framing the Constitution of the | 


might be defeated. 
land, those patriotic fathers who modeled that 


from the Legislature of a State, or from individ- 


ual fanatics, deserved notonly the condemnation, | 
but the execration, of every man devoted to the | 
He | 
would not refrain from expressing his abhorrence | 
of such a proposition, come from whatever quar- | 


permanent existence of this Government. 


ter it might. Was Massachusetts desirous to 
dissolve the Government? It so appeared; for 


she seemed to feel that there was contamination | 


by the union which existed between the two sec- 
tions of the country. He would not give way 


to the feelings excited in his breast by the effort | 
thus made to destroy the Government of the | 


country. 


Mr. BATES said he had no desire to begin a || 
discussion on this subject, and therefore suggested | 


As | 


to the Senate that they be laid on the table. 
the resolutions had been referred in the other 
House to a special committee, he wished no fur- 
ther order upon them than to have them laid upon 
the table. Being resolutions of the Legislature of 
his State, he felt that it was incumbent on him to 

resent them in a proper manner. So far from 
aving a wish to excite discussion, his purpose 
was to avoid it. He therefore moved to lay the 
resolution on the table; which motion prevailed 
by a vote of the Senate. 
courtesy due to a State, he had no doubt that the 
Senate would agree to their being printed. 

The CHAIR remarked that no objection having 
been made to the motion to lay the resolutions 


on the table, as was usual, they were considered 


as received; but as objection was raised, the first 
question would be on the reception of the resolu- 
tions. 


Mr. SEVIER said he objected to the reception 


of the resolutions; and as the smail States in that | 
body were on an equal footing with the large, no | 
injustice could be done. On resolutions of a sim- | 


ilar character, (he believed from Vermont,) two 
years since, the same question was made, 
The CHAIR again stated the question; which, 


he said, would be on the reception of the resolu- | 


tions. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN expressed a hope that | 


there would be no objection to their reception, He 
hoped his friend from Alabama would withdraw 
his objection. 

Mr. KING said he had made none to their re- 


— 
r. CRITTENDEN was of that opinion. He 
expressed a hope that the Senator from Arkansas 
would withdraw his objection. 

Mr. SEVIER was of the impression that a sim- 


ilar motion was once made in the case of resolu- | 


tions from the Legislature of Vermont. 


Mr. MERRICK said the Senator from Arkan- | 


sas was mistaken. The idea was suggested; but, 


as the resolutions came from a State, the question | 


of reception was not raised. 
Mr. SEVIER withdrew his objection. 


The resolutions were received, and ordered to 


lie on the table; and the question on printing was 
still pending. 

Mr. BAGBY wished to notify the Senate that 
he had no idea, here or elsewhere, of mixing up 
the question of the right of petition with another 


question having no connection with it. He knew | 
that every expedient which human ingenuity | 
could devise had been resorted to for the purpose | 
of bringing this question before both Houses of | 


the Congress of the United States. [t was in vain 
for those who had ears to hear, and eyes to see, 
to pretend to be deaf or blind to these devices, 


What was the object to be accomplished by these | 
resolutions? Was it not the identical object that | 


had been stated and presented in a thousand other 
forms? He concurred with his honorable col- 


league in the folly of the views expressed in them, | 
but there was ove point upon which he differed | 


from him. He did not regret the introduction of 
this subject here; on the.contrary, he had, through 
a long course of years, regretted the disposition 
manifested in both Houses to dodge this ques- 
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|| tions were laid on the table? 
instrument looked to the interests of the whole; | 


and this incendiary movement, whether it came | 


As it was the ordinary | 








tion. He was not averse to meeting it. And, if 
the Legislature of Massachusetts thought proper 
to lay the ax at the very root of the principle 


| 


which sustained our institutions, upon it let all || 


oe oa | 
the responsibility rest. 

He wished to know from the Chair what would 
become of the question of printing, if the resolu- 


resolutions adopted by the General Assembly of 
Massachusetts, the very character of which was 
seditious and incendiary? Were they called upon 
to send to their respective States resolutions, 
printed by the Senate, asking for the accomplish- 
ment of that very act which every man south | 
of Mason and Dixon’s line, and every patriot | 
throughout the country, had been laboring for | 
years to prevent? He again asked what became | 
of the question of printing ? ve 
The CHAIR replied that the sense of the Sen- | 
ate would have to be taken on the motion to print. 
Mr. BAGBY said that the whole matter had | 
burst upon him like a clap of thunder in a clear 
sky. Without giving any expression to his feel- 
ings, or speaking more strongly than he had 
spoken on the subject of printing, he would not 
publish treason against the rights and interests of | 
his constituents, let it come from what quarter it | 
might. No act of his, however, should ever vote | 
to exclude this subject from full and free discus- | 
sion. We had rights secured to us by the God of | 
nature—rights secured to us by the Constitution; 


and these rights he was, at all times, ready and 
| willing to discuss. 
Mr. EVANS said, if there was going to be fur- | 


ther discussion on these resolutions, he would 
move to postpone the question of printing. 
would, however, withdraw the motion, if Sena- 
tors would permit the question to be taken. 

The question now being on ordering the reso- 
lution to be printed— 


Mr. BAGBY demanded the yeas and nays; | 


which were ordered; and the question on printing 


Did that question |) 
also lie on the table? or were Senators called upon, || 
by a grave act of that body, to give circulation to 


He | 





being put, resulted—yeas 14, nays 26; as follows: | 
YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Choate, | 


Clayton, Crittenden, Evans, Miller, Morehead, Porter of 
Michigan, Upham, White. and Woodbridge—14. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- | 


ton, Berrien, Breese. Buchanan, Colquitt, Fairfield, Fulton, 


Haywood, Henderson, Huger, Jarnagin, King, McDuffie, | 


Mangum, Merrick, Rives, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, Tap- 
pan, Woodbury, and Wright—26. 

So the Senate refused to have the resolutions 
printed, 


Mr.CLAYTON presented a memorial from 


Navy of the United States, praying to be allowed | 
compensation for duties performed, while con- | 
nected with the exploring expedition, above the | 
grade which he held in the Navy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a petition from C. | 
W. Dennison, editor of the Sheet Anchor, a paper | 
devoted to the moral improvement of the Navy, | 
praying that the naval library fund may be so in- | 
creased as to permit him to distribute at least five | 
hundred copies of this work among the receiving 
shipsand navy-yards of the United States; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 

Mr. WRIGHT presented the petition of John | 
Keith, of New York, asking fora pension for rev- | 
olutionary services; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a petition from 
John Chew, praying for an increase of salary as | 


surveyor of the port of Havre de Grace, Mary- | 


land; which was referred to the Committee.on 
Commerce. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented two memorials 
from citizens of Crawford county, Pennsylvania, 


asking for a reduction in the rates of postage; | 


which were referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. ATHERTON presented a petition from 
Hezekiah Hamlet, a revolutionary soldier, pray- 
ing fora pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


WILLIAM MORROW. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE asked leave to withdraw || 





from the files the petition and meee of William 
Morrow, of Washington city, asking indemnity 
for a violation of his contract. 

Mr. KING remarked that there was a resolu- 
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tion in existence which forbade the taking of 1), 
original papers from the files; and required, wh, ; 
application was made for them, that copies Gale 
should be furnished. He stated the bad effec, of 
poceniong the original papers to be taken away 

requently claims were rejected; and after the pa, 
pers were withdrawn, and the case presented avain 
it was in a new form, and the grounds on whic} 
they were first rejected could not be seen. Hence 


_ the opinion which had been frequently expresseq 


on that floor that claims increased in value as 


_ they increased in age. He did not desire to throw 
| any obstacle in the way of withdrawing the pas 
| pers in this particular case, but wished 


; : d the Sen. 
ate either to adhere to its rule or abolish it alto. 


gether. 

After a few remarks by Messrs. Woop. 
BRIDGE and TAPPAN, on the propriety of sub. 
mitting a motion authorizing the Secretary to have 


|a copy of the papers made, the subject was 


dropped. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BREESE, on leave, introduced a bill to 
improve the navigation of the Upper Mississippi 
river; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BAYARD, on leave, introduced a bill pro. 


viding for the*establishment of schools of instruc. 


tion in the naval service of the United States; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com. 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the select committee 
on the subject, reported back, without amendment, 
the bill to encourage the settlement of the Terri- 
tory of Oregon. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HAYWOOD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to which had been referred the 
memorials of the Tradegar company for casting 
cannon, and William N. Ivey, a cutter of timber 
for the Navy, asking for an extension of their 
contracts, reported a bill to afford relief to cer- 
tain contractors of the Government therein de- 
scribed; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury on the subject, re- 
ported a bill directing the immediate disposition 
of certain unclaimed goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise, seized because they were illegally imported 
into the United States; which was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. FULTON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of John D. Gib- 
son, praying to be allowed, in the settlement of his ac- 
counts, a commission on certain disbursements as purser, 
be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. 
On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, it was 


Ordered, That one thousand copies of the bill introduced 
yesterday by Mr. Merrick, regulating the rates of postage 
and restricting the frankiug privilege, be printed for distibu- 
tion. 


THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


Mr. EVANS moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the unfinished business of 
Friday, being the resolution reported from the 
Committee on Finance for the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bill introduced by the Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. McDurrie,] to reduce 
gradually the rates of duties under the present 
tariff to the standard of the compromise act— 
that is, an ad valorem duty of twenty per cent. 

Mr. EVANS, in continuation of his remarks of 
yesterday, addressed the Senate for three hours. 
After enumerating the points in the speech of the 
Senator from South Carolina, which he had an- 
swered already, he proceeded to the next topic— 
the assertion of that Senator that the tariff law 
of 1842 had increased the burdens of the people 
by adding largely to taxation and operating un- 
equally and onerously on most sections of the 
country and benefitting a favored class. Now, 
he denied both the premises and the conclusion. 
He denied the assumption that a duty on foreign 
manufactures, which should raise them in price, 
would have the effect of enhancing the price of 
domestic manufactures. He insisted that directly 
the contrary would happen. He did not care how 
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Se, 
plausible the theory might be, it was overthrown 


facts. 


by experience and 


statistical tables, with a view of showing that, | 


since the law of 1842 had come into operation, 
the prices of domestic manufactures had come 
. 


own. E , 

: The effect of a low duty, or license to bring 
foreign manufactures into the country, in direct 
competition with domestic manufactures, would 


be between foreign capitalists and home capital- 
jsts—whichever had the most means would break 
down the other. Now, in such a competition, no 
one could doubt that the British capitalists, with 
their facilities for obtaining ane at two or three 

r cent.,and the cheapness of the labor they 
can obtain, would very soon bring the competi- 
tion to a close, by driving the home manufacturer 
out of the market. The market would then be 


at the mercy of the foreign manufacturers; and || 
the country would have to depend on their caprice | 
for their supplies, which, at their pleasure, they | 


could increase or diminish in such manner as to 
force the consumers to pay whatever prices they 
demanded. The moment they had obtained pos- 
session of the market, they would raise prices, 


go as to reimburse them all they had lost by com- || 


etition, and would keep up those prices, by 
making the supply barely equal to the demand. 
He contended that the Senator from South 


the opening of this market freely or to a large 
extent to the foreign manufacture would have the 


increasing the exports of cotton to the same ex- 


tent and value as the increase of imports; for || 
he argued the goods sent here by the British | 


manufacturers would not be made of American 
cotton exclusively, as it was ver 


the Senator prefer selling a less quantity of his 
cotton, and at a less price, to the British manu- 
facturers, for goods to be consumed by American 
citizens, to selling a full quantity to the domestic 
manufacturers at a better price? for such he in- 
sisted would be the consequence of carrying out 
in practice the Senator’s theories. And did he 
not see that by selling to the home manufacturer 
and keeping out the foreign manufacturer, Amer- 
ican labor would be beneficially employed instead 
of foreign labor; and that, besides enabling the 
home manufacturer to supply the home market, 
he would be enabled to do more—to become an 
exporter of manufactured cotton goods, thereby 
increasing the domestic consumption of Ameri- 
can-grown cotton? 

He insisted that the foreign manufacturers 
would not so anxiously desire a reduction of the 
tariff of this country, if they did not know that, 


in such event, they would havea chance of taking | 
the market out of the hands of the domestic man- | 


ufacturers. On the same principle, the tobacco 
growers of this country were sending agents, at 
great expense, to Europe, with a view of obtain- 
ing a reduction of the foreign tariff against tobac- 
co, because they know that they could largely 
extend the growth of tobacco here, and obtain 
fairer prices for the production of their soil. 

The Senator’s idea seemed a strange one, that 
by putting on such a duty as would admit 
$10,000,000 of foreign manufactures in competi- 


tion with $40,000,000 of domestic manufactures, | 


the price of the $40,000,000 would be raised as 
much as the duty on the $10,000,000 enhanced 
the cost here, duty paid. Would there not be 
$50,000,000 to supply the consumers instead of 
$40,000,000? and was it likely that, with a more 
abundant supply in the market, the purchaser 
would give higher prices? Did not every old wo- 


man, who brought her pound of butter to market, | 


know that if she wanted a high price, it was not 
to a market abundantly supplied she should bring 
it, but to a market where the supply fell short? 
Now, one of the good effects of the act of 1842, 
was to settle the market—to put an end to that 
uncertainty which created fluctuations of prices. 
Manufacturers, knowing what they had to depend 
upon, could renew their «fforts, engage more 
largely and with smalier profits in business, and 
produce their fabrics at less cost; so that they 





| the tariff law of 1842. 


‘| could not at all be relied on. 
|, in which the census of 1840 was taken ought to 


: or ft |, have admonished him of this. 
Carolina was no less mistaken in his idea that || 


well known | 
that the cotton of Surat, India, and other places, | 
was mixed with American cotton by them—al- | 
though it was of a coarser and far more inferior || 
quality—because it was cheaper. But why would | 


|| supply her own home demand. 
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'| could afford to reduce prices and fully meet the 
He referred to various | demand by a regular and full supply. This was 
| what the friends of the tariff law anticipated; and, 


whether by the operation of that law or not— 


| whether admitted or denied to be from that cause 
|| the fact was undeniable, that the result has 
|| justified the anticipation; for business is more 
|| prosperous than ever, and prices are growing 
| cheaper without the producer being injured by 
ultimately be to raise prices higher than they had | 
peen before; because, then, the competition would | 


the reduction. 


Another thing that resulted from these causes 
_ was, that the home demand for agricultural pro- | 


ductions was increased as the operative in manu- 


Carolina did not take into consideration all this; 
because he confined himself to the effect, as he 
supposed, of the tariff law on the capitalists alone 
engaged in domestic manufactures. Their profits 
he thought enormous, as if the operatives did not 


share in those profits, and, by doing so, were not | 


enabled to become themselves a very numerous 
body of consumers of agricultural productions. 
Now, he insisted that the data from which the 
Senator drew his inference that the profits of 
manufactures were now thirty-five per cent., 
The loose manner 


How much more 
rational it would have been for the Senator to 


|| select individual establishments, and ee into || 
' ) || the actual profits. 
effect which he so strenuously desired—that of | 


Had he done this, 


1e would 


twelve per cent. 
which establishments that cost vast sums had 


|| been broken down by the low tariff of 1841, or the || 
| causes which deranged all the business of the || 
country in 1837-38, and had been subsequently | 


sold by auction, or at sheriff’s sale, for a fraction 


age to the possessors enabled them to make 


|| larger dividends. But if the original capital sunk 


| in those establishments, together with the cap- | 
ital now keeping them in operation, were consid- || 
ered conjointly, their apparent large dividends || 


would be found not to exceed the dividends on 
every other branch of business. 
the Senator imagined were derived from manu- 


that could be kept. The moment it was known, 


read 


a down to the average profits of every other 
ind of business. 
Mr. E. next proceeded to consider the manu- 


showing that her great and chief object was to 
He referred to 
| statistical tables, in which he found that the man- 
ufactures of England amount annually to about 


($760,000,000. ) 





000 sterling,) £126,000,000 are consumed within 
| the kingdom itself, and only £47,000,000 ex- 
| ported. 


Of the £52,060,000 of cotton fabrics manufac- || 
| tured in Great Britain, £28,000,000 are consumed |! 
| within the kingdom, and only £24,000,000export- | 
|| ed. Now what proportion of this £52,000,000 | 
| would be affected by prohibiting the exports of |, 
|| England to this market of $10,000,000 worth of | 
|| cotton goods, as supposed by the Senator from || 
|| South Carolina? Ten million dollars is about | 
£2,000,000 sterling, or four per cent, on the whole || 


quantity of cotton goods made in Great Britain. 
Would the prohibition of this four per cent. of 





British manufactures disable British manufac- | 
turers from buying American cottons? Would | 


it have any serious effect at all upon prices in 
England ? 

s to the prices of cotton, Mr. E. referred to 
the late price current of New Orleans, to show 
that the price of raw cotton now was considera- 
bly more—in some instances over eighty per cent. 


year. He quoted these prices at large, and con- 


trasted them with the prices of last year, in some | 


qualities from four cents to seven and three quar- 


| lion bales. 
' one million six hundred thousand, left for the 


have found that, instead of forty or thirty-five | 
|| per cent. dividends, they were not making over 
Instances might be found in | 


of what they cost; and in such cases the advant- | 


Such profits as | 


factures could not long exist. It was not a secret | 


facturing capacity of England, with a view of || 


£173,136,316, (nearly $865,000,000.) Of this, | 
|| cotton fabrics amounted to £52,000,000 sterling, | 


Of the whole products of England, (£173,000,- | 


|| the rules would be limite 


| serting ‘‘at four dollars a day.” 
| tion being taken on the resolution as modified, the 
|| vote was—50 in the affirmative, and 42 in the neg- 
|| ative; no quorum voting. 
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ters, and others from five and three eighths to 
eight and one half—some from seven to nine— 
averaging between fifty and sixty per cent. ad- 
vance. All this he attributed to the increased 
consumption by American manufacturers. The 
price, he insisted, was at this moment higher in 
New York for bale cotton than in Liverpool. 
But instead of the lowness of price in Liverpool 
being in consequence of the limitation of imports, 


| it was owing to the stock on hand being so large 
| that no further supply was required for four 


months. The year’s consumption was estimated 


ns ‘ + © ; at one million six hundred*thousand bales; but 
factories increased in the ability to become con- || 


| sumers. The agricultural producers were actually || 
| beginning already to feel the beneficial effects of | 
The Senator from South | 


there was an over-stock on hand, from former 
years, of five hundred thousand bales, and this 
occasioned the depression of prices. The cotten 
crop of the United States yielded about two mil- 
Thesconsumption in England being 


comsumption of this country four hundred thou- 


' sand; of which three hundred thousand was con- 


sumed by the manufacturers north and east of 
Pennsylvania. 

In conclusion, he alluded to the discontent of 
South Carolina as being unreasonable; because 
she could not now, as formerly, obtain sixteen 
cents a pound for her cotton. She had now to 
compete with new States, such as Tennessee, Al- 
abama, Mississippi, possessing a vastly superior 
soil, and more genial climate. She bnew floss 4 with 
her poorer soil, worn out by long cropping, ex- 
pect to stand that competition long. ‘The time 
might come, when she and Georgia would be 


| compelled by this competition of younger, more 


fertile and vigorous States, to change their indus- 
try to something else. Should they go to manu- 
facturers, he would rejoice at it. He wished to 
see them spread all over the Union. Already too 
large a portion of the population was employed 
in agriculture; causing over production, It would 
be better to divert some part of this industry into 
other channels. 

He could tell the Senator from South Carolina, 


| that his wish that his State should be left to her- 


self could not be accomplished. She was a part- 
ner in this Union, and had entered into a com- 
pact for a general government, from which she 
could not now be allowed to retire. 

Mr. E. apologized for the time he had occupied ; 
and regretted that he could not more fully and 
satisfactorily, at this time, answer every argu- 
ment of the Senator from South Carolina. Should 


| another opportunity occur this session, he would 
men of capital and enterprise would be found || 


to rush into the same business; and would || 
| continue to do so till the competition would bring 


be prepared to do so. 
Mr. WOODBURY then obtained the floor; but 


|, it being late, (four o’clock,) 


On motion of Mr. McDUFFIE, the Senate 
then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, January 23, 1844. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL moved that the rules 


| of the House be suspended, in order that commit- 
_ tees might be calied for reports. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON hoped the suspension of 
to the morning hour. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL assented to the limit- 
ation, and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, from the Committee 
of Claims, made an adverse report on the peti- 
tion of Cornelius Bogard; which was laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a resolution authorizing that com- 
mittee to employ a clerk. 

Mr. HOPKINS suggested that the rate of com- 

nsation should be fixed, and that there should 

a limitation of time. 

Mr. HOLMES modified the resolution by in+ 
And the ques- 


Mr. HOPKINS moved a further amendment, 


| that all standing committees be permitted, if they 
| deem it necessary, to employ clerks. 
higher—than in the corresponding months of last | 


The amendment was rejected—yeas 43, nays 


Mr. ELMER moved to amend the resolution 


| by inserting ‘*not exceeding thirty days.”’ 
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Mr. HOLMES moved to strike out thirty, and | 
insert sixty. 

The amendment to the amendment was nega- 
tived—yeas 52, nays 63. 

Mr. E_men’s amendment was then adopted— 
ayes ninety-five, noes not counted. 

The question recurring on the adoption of the 
resolution as amended, 

Mr. THOMPSON moved further to amend by 
inserting ‘tand that the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs be permitted to employ a clerk.’’ 

Mr. WINTHROP suggested that it would not 
be in order to amend, in this way, a proposition 
coming from the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER observed that he considered 
the proposition open to any amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON, after remarking that he did 
not himself think the committee ought to have a 
clerk—though, if a clerk were allowed to one, it 
would follow, as a matter of course, that every 
other committee would demand the same right— 
withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

‘The question was put, and carried in the affirm- 
ative—yeas 70, nays 57. 


Mr. LABRANCHE, from the Committee on |) 


Commerce, made a report upon the petition for 
a port of entry at Cedar Key, accompanied by a 
bill (No. 85) to establish a new collection district 
for the Territory of Florida, to be called the Su- 
wannee district. 

The bill was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House to-morrow. 


On motion of Mr. LABRANCHE, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce be dis 
charged from the further consideration of the petition of the | 
Legislative Council of Florida for a port of entry at Tampa, | 
and that said petition be laid upon the table. | 

Mr. DUNLAP, from the Committee on Com- | 
merce, reported a bill (No. 86) for the relief of | 
William Ellery, owner of the fishing schooners | 
Sevo and Ida, both of Gloucester, Massachusetts, | 


Also, a bill for the relief of the owners and crew || 


of the schooner Success, accompanied by a report 
upon the case. 


to the Committee of the Whole to-morrow. 

Mr. C. M. REED, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported a bill regulating the appoint- | 
ment of commissioned officers in the revenue ma- | 
rine service, and to establish courts-martial and 


| 
| 
| 
Both of which bills were read twice, and referred i 


measure. I must differ with them in this policy 


| of delay. I think we ought to act now. The 


views of those who hold to the opposite opinion 
are entitled to much consideration; I shall always 
receive their opinions with respect, and examine 
them with attention; yet, with the lights now be- 
fore me, I must adhere to my own. 

He is but a hot-headed politician who seeks to 
urge on a favorite measure, that may be just in 
itself, rashly, prematurely, in a hasty manner, at 


an improper time. But there is such a thing as | 


temporizing weakness, as well as rash haste. 
To put off the evil day is bad policy, in public 
as in private affairs. That which is surely im- 
pending—that which we must meet, to-day or 


| to-morrow—self-respect and wisdom bid us meet 


to-day. 

If these be correct views, let us inquire how 
far they apply to the subject before us. The 
effect of the joint resolution in question, and 
which a majority of the committee recommend 
to postpone, is to terminate a treaty or conven- 
tion with Great Britain. By that treaty Great 
Britain and the United States may, for the pres- 
ent, jointly occupy Oregon, with a provision that 

| a year’s notice from either nation shall terminate 
the joint occupancy. The resolution provides 
for giving that notice; and the question to be 


| decided is, whether it be expedient to give that 


notice at the present time. 
To a proper understanding of this question, 
and a just estimate of its importance, we should 


| distinetly bear in mind what, and how large, this 
|| territory of Oregon is. Its southern boundary, 


| fixed by the Florida treaty of 1819, is the parallel 


|| of forty-two degrees north latitude. Its northern 


limit, determined by the Petersburgh treaty of 
1824, is the parallel of fifty-four degress forty 
minutes. Its front, then, on the Pacific, is about 
twelve degrees and a half, or upwards of eight 
hundred and fifty miles. Its average depth to the 
Rocky mountains is some five hundred and fifty 
miles. It contains nearly half a million of square 
| miles, or more than three hundred million acres 
of territory; one fourth more—let us remember 
| that—than the territory of the thirteen original 
States, when they asserted their independence. 
| This stock-farm of ours, therefore, in the Far 
West, is no paltry possession. The greatest 
revolution the world ever saw was kindled in 
defense of a territory of smaller extent, and, if 
recent accounts may be trusted, of scarcely less 


courts of inquiry in said service; which was read |! intrinsic value. 


twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee | 
on Public Lands, made an adverse report on two | 
etitions from lowa, asking for a donation of |) 
nade for the purpose of education; which was | 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
On motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, the ad- || 
verse report of the Committee of Claims on the |) 


The subject is of an importance such as de- 


| mands a careful investigation. Permit me, then, 


sir, to ask your attention, and that of the House, 


_to a brief review of the negotiations that have 


passed, and the measures that have been pro- 
posed, relative to this rich and extensive coun- 
try. 

In October of the year 1818, before we had ac- 
quired the Spanish title to this portion of the 


petition of John J. Beck, together with some addi- || continent, a convention was signed at London, 


tional testimony just received, was recommitted || 
to the same committee. 


providing that any country on the northwest 
coast of America, westward of the Stony moun- 


Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on the |' tains, which may be claimed by Great Britain 
Post Office and Post Roads, made an adverse re- '|| or the United States, shall, for ten years thence 


port on the petition of John Foster, postmaster 
of Kennebunk, Maine. 

On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, it was referred || 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 


forward, be free and open to the citizens and sub- 
jects of both Powers, without prejudice to the 
title, in whomsoever residing. 

Six years later, in 1824, about the time we 


Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee || agreed with Russia on our northern boundary, 


| 


on Foreign Relations, to which had been referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Owen, request- | 
ing the President of the United States to give to 
the British Government the twelve months’ no- | 
tice required by one of the articles of the treaty | 


the venerable gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Apams,] then Secretary of State, set on foot 
a negotiation for the final adjustment of the 
boundary question; authorizing Mr. Rush, our 
Minister at the Court of St. James, to propose, 


of Ghent, that the joint occupation of the Oregon || first, the latitude of fifty-one, and if Great Britain 


Territory must cease, made a report thereon, ac- 
companied by the following resoluuon: 


Resolved, (as the opinion of this committee,) That it is | 
inexpedient for Congress, at this time, to act in any man- || 
ner upon the subject referred in the said resoluuon. 


Mr. OWEN. Iam aware of the effect which 


the adverse report just made from a committee of | 





a character so high as that on Foreign Affairs, in 
regard to the joint resolution which I submitted 
to this House, is likely to produce. I regret it. 
I do not understand the committee, however, as 
expressing an oe that the resolution should 
not pass at all; but only that, for the present, it 
should be delayed. They are disposed, we may 
presume, (o await the action of time and of cer- 


tain expected contingencies, before they adopt this || 


persisted in refusing that, then the latitude of 
forty-nine, as the dividing line between the terri- 
tories of the two countries. 
The offers were made in succession, and the 
| British ministers refused them both. They ex- 
pressed their willingness to run the forty-ninth 
degree to where it strikes the northeasternmost 
branch of the Columbia, and thence down the 
| middie of that river to the Pacific, into which the 
| Columbia falls about latitude forty-six. 
Mr. HOLMES. In forty-five and a half. 
Mr. OWEN. My impression is, that it is a 
| little north of forty-six; butif it be forty-five and 
| a half, the proposition of Great Britain was but 
the more unfavorable to us. 
This proposal, from which Great Britain de- 


her to 


| clared the United States must not expect 
lations 


depart, was at once rejected, and the negot 
| were broken off. % 

Two years afterwards they were reneweg. 
Mr. Clay then being Secretary of State. 

The official papers connected with this Second 
negotiation should be read by every American 
statesman who believes we have anything to gain 
by promised negotiations for Oregon, or anything 
to lose by passing this resolution, and thus ind; 
cating to Great Britain a determination to assert 

our rights. Allow me, in proof of this opinion 
to give you a few extracts from the documeny 
| themselves. 

Here is the first letter of instruction from Henry 
| Clay to Albert Gallatin, under date June 19, 199¢ 
| After alluding to the instructions formerly sent to 
| Mr. Rush, Mr. Clay adds: 
| at Nor is it conceived that Great Britain has, or can make 
| out, even a colorable title to any portion of the northwest 
| COast.”? j 
| I pray you, sir, to observe this expression of 
Mr. Clay. It is not that Great Britain’s title jg 
weak, is imperfect, is questionable. It is, that 
| She has not even a color of title. It is not tha 
her title is defective to the southern portion of this 
territory, but good, or at least plausible, north of 
the latitude of forty-nine. No, sir; nothing of 
that sort. But it is, that from north to south, 
| from east to west, over the entire territory, Great 
| Britain has not a pretense, not a shadow of q 
title. It is, that to every part and parcel of Ore. 
gon, from the Spanish line on the south to the 
Russian boundary on the north, from the sum- 
mits of the Rocky mountains across to the waters 
of the Pacific, the United States are the true, 
rightful, legitimate owners. 

That is the broad, unqualified assertion; andit 
istrue. I pledge myself to this House, if the 
matter be called in question, before we have done 
with the subject, to prove, by the tenor of those 
very treaties to which England appeals, by the 
admissions of her own statesmen and historians, 
that to the vast territory regarding which, for a 
quarter of a century, we have been tamely nego- 
uating, our title is as clear, distinct, indisputable, 
as that of any gentleman on this floor to the farm 
he owns, or the plantation thatis hisand washis . 
father’s before him. 

Such is the truth; and such was Henry Clay’s 
| assertion. And yet,ere ever the ink was dry 
| on that honest statement of our rights, before the 

letter was closed in which an American Secretary 
of State declares to an American Minister that 
Oregon is, and of right ought to be, ours, that 
same Secretary empowers that same Minister to 
trade off—oh no, sir, that is not diplomatic lan- 
guage—to negotiate away nearly one half the ter- 
ritory; meekly to cede to Great Britain that to 
which she has not even a color of title—nearly 
four hundred miles on the Pacific coast, with all 





the country thence to the Rocky mountains. 
Here is the paragraph from the same letter: 

* You are authorized to propose the annulment of the 
third article of the convention of 1818, and the extension of 
the line on the parallel of forty-nine degrees from the east- 
ern side of the Rocky mountains, where it now terminates, 
to the Pacific ocean, as the permanent boundary between 
the territories of the two Powers in that quarter. This is 

| our ultimatum, and you may so announce it. We can con- 
sent to no other line more favorable to Great Britain.” 

| This offer is made (so Mr. Clay writes in the 
same letter to Mr. Gallatin) ** in a spirit of con- 
cession and compromise which Great Britain 
should not hesitate to reciprocate.”’ 

Concession is a good ¢hing in its place; and if 
a right be of doubtful validity, prudence sometimes 
bids us compromise, for the sake of peace. But 
thus to cede, at the first offer, to a nation that has, 
avowedly, not a color of title to it, a district of 
country one half as large as were the thirteen 
United States at the date of the revolution—this 
strikes me as pushing, somewhat further than 

| justice demands, or national honor warrants, the 

| principles of charity and good neighborship. 

| may treat a neighbor kindly and courteously with- 

| out being called upon to give him up half my 
grazing farm, merely because he happens to have 
taken a fancy to it.” I know we are iold that ifa 

| man smite us on the one cheek, we should turn 

| the other; and if he take our coat, we are to give 
him our cloak also. Interpreted in its spirit, 
not in its letter, this is an admirable injunction. 
Kindness wins its way where harsh violence fails; 
and we can best overcome evil by doing good. 





y 23, 


1844, 








Some conversation: ensued, in which Messrs. 
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th Yet, assuredly we should have a strange time of | of their auxiliaries of the North, still he turned 
inn - <n this eo if, in literal obedience to the pre- || GILMER, OWEN, A. V. BROWN, C.J. IN- with confidence to the wish and—— 
tiAtions new we were to resent no injury, and resist no | GERSOLL, DROMGOOLE, BLACK, SAM- The falling of the Speaker’s hammer announced 
ce Ppachment. The spirit of concession and eom- || PLE, and others took part. that the hour allotted to the gentleman from North 
lewed ovomise, especially towards the powerful and the || The resolution wasthen committed to the Com- | Carolina had expired. 
si imperious, may be carried too far. It is out of || mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, || Mr. WINTHROP next obtained the floor, and 
Second lace, when it meets no corresponding spirit, and | and ordered to be printed. |, said they had been occupied for several days of 
ieee rovokes only arrogant pretension in return. _ Mr. OWEN moved that the House resolve || this session in the discussion of a question con- 
2 a P Such was the return which Henry Clay’s pro- | itself into the Committee of the Whole on the cerning personal liberty under the habeas corpus; 
y thing osal met from Great Britain. He offered her |) state of the Union. and during the discussion upon that subject, opin- 
Us indi. territory enough, out of our possessions, to cut |) After a conversation on the proveeey of this || ions were expressed, and doctrines advanced, 
te ap into half a dozen good-sized States; and she, | motion at this time, in which Messrs. ADAMS, which were somewhat extraordinary; and the 
peneOny, sresuming, it would seem, on our easy good | WINTHROP, RATHBUN, and others took |} House had been also, for many days, occupied 
see Fature, declared we must give her sufficient for || part, during the morning hour, in the consideration of 
n He two or three more States, before she closed the | Mr. OWEN changed the form of his motion, || another great principle of civil liberty—the right 
9 1e90 bargain. Her plenipotentiaries repeated the offer | and moved a suspension of the rules to enable || of petition—and upon this subject, also, opinions 
» 1826, they had previously made, that the Columbia | him to make the motion previously designated. had been expressed, and doctrines advanced, 
— should be the boundary; adding, however, that, || Mr. ADAMS called for the yeas and nays on || which were to his mind still more strange and 
as they must confess there was not a single good the motion to suspend the rules; and they were | startling. any ie 
ae harbor from latitude forty-two to the mouth of the | ordered; and, being taken, resulted—yeas 111, || The idea that the right of petition includes no 
uee Columbia, they would cede to the United States | nays 63. | right whatever to have the petition received, and 
sion of the harbor of Port Discovery, in Fuca’s inlet, So the rules were not suspended. that the right of appeal to the Government for a 
8 title ig together with a small rocky isthmus, lying south- |! Mr. McCLERNAND, from the Committee on redress of grievances involves no duty on the part 
“is, that east from Cape Flattery. I know not whether || public Lands, made a report; which was laid on of the eee Poros co grievances, 
not that the name of the cape suggested the selection of || the table. rppeared to him to be without foundation in rea- 
aera Saad ble civ 410k for eianie ten, 1 REPORT ON THE ROLES. * The doctrine advanced, then, that the right of 
ey ? - ’ ’ 7 os 
nine : It excludes Admiralty inlet and Puget sound, one || | Mr. ADAMS called for the orders of the day; |, petition was only intended to secure to individu- 
) south of the best harbors in the world, and not unlikely, i and the House then proceeded to the order, being | als or assemblages of individuals the right to sign 
y Great some day, to be the principal port of entry for | the report on the rules. Ss bgt ; a paper setting forth the grievances under which 
oe of a the Columbia valley. || Mr, SAUNDERS being in possession of the they suffered and the redress they @ked, and was 
of Ore. The offer of Great Britain was, of course, re- || floor, proceeded toaddress the House, incontinua- || not intended to inclade any obligation or duty 
h to the fused; and so terminated the second attempt at | tion of his speech commenced ona former day; but || whatever, on the part of those to whom their 
he sum- negotiation. Do you find, in its details or in its || his first remarks were not distinctly heard by the prayer was addressed, to give it any sort of con- 
© waters result, much encouragement to engage ina third? || reporter. He desired to call the attention of gen- sideration or entertainment, was, in his estima- 
he true This negotiating about whatalready belongs to || tlemen to the resolution which had been submit- |) tion, about as sound a doctrine as to contend that 
: us is not only an unprofitable, but a dangerous || ted by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. || the writ of habeas corpus was not intended to in- 
n; andit affair. We offer to concede and to compromise. | Apams,} coming,as the gentleman said, from the || clude any obligation on the part of the officer to 
e, if the We forbear to claim our just due. And straight- || Democratic Legislature of his own State; which whom it was addressed to execute it, nor to in- 
nve done way our concessions and forbearance are set up || resolution had been referred to a committee. The |! clude any obligation on the part of the govern- 
of those as foundation for a title which has no other || members of the last Congress had not forgotten a || ment by whose authority it was issued to enforce 
» by the ground to rest upon. I know that, in strictness | petition which was introduced by the gentleman obedience to it, but only designed to secure to the 
torians of law, a valid tide is not prejudiced by an offer | from Massachusetts—the petition of George Lat- | citizen the privilege of having the writ signed and 
hss thee to compromise, made for the sake of peace. I | imer, a runaway slave from Virginia. The gen- || sealed, to amuse himself with in his confinement! 
ly nego- am aware that the permission granted by treaty | tleman, with great benevolence of purpose, pro- || The doctrine seemed about as reasonable as to 
putable to Great Britain, jointly with us, to occupy this || posed that the doors of this House should be || contend that the freedom of the press only ex- 
the farm territory, cannot ripen into a title Yet, in point || thrown open for the reception of petitions from || tended to its mechanical enginery; that it only se- 
‘washis . of fact, a concession ever weakens a claim. It runaway negroes, while he had so little regard || cured to individual printers the right to set up and 
has already done so in this very case. Mark, sir, || for the rights of property that he was wholly un- || strike off matter, but not to publish it. In aword, 
y Clay’s I pray you, the admission made by Albert Gal- || williog that a man should have his property re- || if the right of petition be nothing more than was 
was dry latin, in his official conference with the British || stored to him. This course might accord with the || represented by some gentlemen in that House, it 
fore the plenipotentiaries. I find it in his reply to Mr. | gentleman’s views of right, but it did not with |, seemed to him to be the most absurd pretense; 
ecretary Clay, as follows: his. To trace that petitiona little further. Hav- || the most miserable mockery; the most unmean- 
ster that « Our never having refused to agree toa line of demark- || ng received a favorable hearing here, it next finds | ing, empty, worthless abstraction that was ever 
irs, that ation wit Great Britain was a sufficient proof that we ad- || its way to the Legislature of Massachusetts, and | dignified by the name of a right; and the sooner 
nister to mitted that she also had claims which deserved, and to || is then referred toa select committee, at the head || it was expunged from thé roll of civil rights and 
which we paid, due consideration. It was on that account || of which stood the gentleman’s own son, using | liberties; the sooner it ceased to hold outa prom- 
atic lan- that the United States had reduced the extent of their own || : ae als . k k he I h 
the ter- to the boundary line they had offered, and ad added to it | the very same arguments which the gentleman | ise to the ear to be broken to the hope, the sooner 
that to the proposal of allowing to British subjects the free naviga- || had used here. He would trace the matter a little | would the people be able to understand what their 
—nearly tion of the Columbia.” further, and see where the proposition originally || real rights and privileges were. 
with all Isthat plain, sir? That we agreed to nego- | came from. Gentlemen could not have forgotten The question before the House was, whether 
ntains. tiate, says Mr. Gallatin to the British Minister, || the memorable convention which took place du- || this rule, which had obtained a most odious char- 
er: proves that we admit you have some title; and || ring the late war in the State of Massachusetts, | acter during the Twenty-Seventh Congress, and 
nt of the therefore, for that reason, because we have been || which afterwards sat in Hartford, in Connecticut. || which had lost nothing of its odium or offensive- 
tension of weak enough to negotiate with you for our own, || They had not forgotten the deliberations of that |) ness, should be continued during the Twenty- 
| the east- the United States offer you upwards of a hundred || convention, nor the result to which they were || Eighth Congress. What was the rule? It was a 
rminates, million acres of their territory to keep peace and || brought. During the darkest period of the war, || rule providing that no petition, memorial, resolu- 
eae say nothing more about it. | that convention assembled, and came to the con- || tion, or other paper, upon certain enumerated sub- 
can con- Our own most enlightened statesmen are some- || clusion similar to the proposition now maintained | jects, should be received by the House, or enter- 
ain.” times, for the moment, led off from the true issue || by the gentleman from Massachusetts—that the | tained in any way whatever. He cared not what 
s in the by this temporizing diplomacy. At the last ses- || Constitution ought to be amended, by destroying | the enumerated subjects might be— that was 
of con- sion of Congress, a distinguished Senator from | the very basis on which it rests. | wholly unimportant; the principle of the rule was 
Britain South Carolina, now no longer a member of the || He demanded of his friends of the North | the same, whatever they might be. If the House 
body which for so many years he had graced by || whether they supposed they could silence the | had a right to declare that they would receive no 
+ and if his severe and logical eloquence, made a remark- || clamor out of doors about petitions, by merely || petition on one subject to-day, they might declare 
metimes able declaration. I read from the speech of Mr. || receiving and laying them upon the table? He to-morrow that they would receive none on an- 
e. But Calhoun, delivered in the Senate, After stating |) would tell them no. They would have to bring | other subject; and the third day that they would 
hat has, that we had proposed to Great Britain the forty- || their minds to meet the question. There were || receive no petition at all on any subject, The 
strict of ninth parallel, and she had in return offered us || two points involved—one reception, the other ac- || real inquiry then was, had they a right to dictate 
thirteen the Columbia river, entering the Pacific about || tion. If mes were prepared for this latter alter- || to those who sent them to that House the partic- 
o»n—this latitude forty-six, as a boundary, Mr. Calhoun || native, then let them receive the petitions; but if 1 ular subjects on which they might ask to be 
er than adds: | they were not prepared to act upon them, then || heard? Was it within their prerogative tosay to 
nts, the “It follows that the portion of territory really in dispute || let them not be received. In conclusion, he ap- || the people of the United mentee Gentlemen, you 
ship. | betwenn the two countries is about three degrees of latitude; || pealed to his northern friends, who had stood by || may assemble yourselves together, if you please; 
ly with- SS on Sees See arth of Be wads.” | the South; he asked why should they yield now. | consider of your causes of complaint, sign your 
half my Do you perceive whither all this tends? We || He asked his friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. || petitions, pass your resolutions either in primary 
to have are placed in a false position—— | Brpack} why he should now yield ground upon || Meetings or legislative assemblies; but if those 
that ifa r. GILMER asked Mr. Owen, as the hour || this: question. | petitions and those resolutions make any allusion 
ld turn devoted to the reception of reports had nearly || Mr. BIDLACK observed that he had already || to this, that, or the other topics, we will not hear 
to give expired, to give way to a motion to commit the || given his reasons. |, them.’’ Was this within the prerogative of the 
; parit, subject to the Committee of the Whole on the state Mr. SAUNDERS. Why.should gentlemen | Legislative Assembly of this Republic? He held 
inction. of the Union, where the discussion, which he || now yield the ground which they had hitherto || such a right to be eee wean te with the 
ce fails; thought very important, might proceed unchecked || occupied? If they had been right heretofore, they | relations which subsisted between that House and 
z good. by the expiration of the hour. | were right now. But if they were to be deprired™|| the people, and in conflict with the express pro- 
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visions of the Constitution—nay, more, as trench- 
ing upon the original, inherent, inalienable rights 
of the neople of the United States. 

Mr. W. then went on, in reply to Messrs. 
Saunpers and Bexser, to argue that the right of | 
petition, as claimed by the Abolitionists, was a | 
constitutional right, and was intended as such by | 
the framers of the Constitution; and, in the course 
of his argument, cited various portions of English 
history, to show that the right had always been, | 
with a few exceptions, recognized in that country. 

The honorable gentleman was cut short by the 
expiration of the morning hour. 


SLAVE REPRESENTATION. 


Mr. ADAMS asked permission to present a | 
series of resolutions of the Legislature of Mas- 
sachusetts, on the same subject as some others, 
which were presented some short time ago, in | 
favor of an amendment to the Constitution, so as | 
to exclude slave representation. He wished to 
present them at this time, that they might go to | 
the same committee as the other resolutions were | 
sent to, 

The reading was called for. 
. The Clerk commenced the reading accordingly; | 

ut 

Mr. CAMPBELL interposed, and said it was 
unnecessary to read further, as he should object | 
to their reception. 

Mr. ADAMS asked for a suspension of the | 
rules, to enable him to present them. He said | 
the reason why he asked leave to present them | 
now was, that such opportunity was not afforded | 
him yesterday—Massachusetts not having been | 
then called; nor could he conceive what honorable | 
motive could induce the gentleman from South | 
Carolina now to object. 

Mr. CAMPBELL said he would like to know | 
what honorable motive the gentleman from Mas- | 
sachusetits could have in now presenting them. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts might wait | 


his time. 1| 


Mr. ADAMS again called for a suspension of | 
the rules, and the yeas and nays thereon. | 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The reading of the resolutions was called for; | 
and they were read at length. 

Mr. SAUNDERS was understood to inquire 
whether the resolutions were signed by the Gov- | 
ernor of the State of Massachusetts / 

Mr. ADAMS replied that the 


the Democratic party in that State. 
Mr. SAUNDERS assured the gentleman from | 
Massachusetts that that information gave him no | 
ain. 
r Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL said that he had a | 
question to ask the gentleman from Massachu- | 
setts, which he deemed of some importance. He | 
had understood that (he resolution some time since | 
presented was written by the honorable gentle- | 
tleman from Massachusetts himself; and he (Mr. | 


I.) wished to know whether that gentleman would || 
condescend to answer the question whether that || 


was true or not? 

Mr. ADAMS, (suddenly turning from Mr. 
Incersoii, and addressing the Chair.) Mr. | 
Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. 

{Great laughter, and cries of ‘‘ He evades the 
question.’*] 

The yeas and nays were then taken, and re- | 
sulted—yeas 50, nays 105. 

So the rules were not suspended. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid the following executive 


communications before the House; which were 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed: 

1. A letter from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, in obedience to a resolution of 
the House of the 10th instant, transmitting docu- 
ments showing what cancellation of permits issued | 
under the act of August 4, 1842, for the armed 
occupation of Florida, have been ordered by him, 
and exhibiting certain cases in the Newnansville | 
district, in which the applicants have failed to | 
comply with the provisions of the said act. 

“ 2. A letter from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, submitting a document showing 


were; and he | 
added that they were introduced by the leader of || 
| furnish no more graduates than will be sufficient to fill up 


| youths to be educated, in part, at their own expense. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


— 


3. A letter from the Secretary of War, trans- | 


| mitting a report prepared under the provisions of | 


the act of June 30, 1834, containing the names, | 
dates of appointments, and pay of all persons | 
employed in the service of the Indian department | 
during the year 1843. 

4. Aletter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting a report in answer to the resolution of the 
House of the 15th instant, of the amount heretofore 
expended in the improvement of the harbor at the 
mouth of the Genesee river, in the State of New | 
York, and the amount necessary to complete the | 
same. 

5. A letter from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, transmitting a report in answer 
to the resolution of this House of the 10th instant, | 
of the reservations of public lands in Florida, and | 
the time at which the land offices were officially | 
informed of said reservations. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting statements of the contracts made by the Bu- | 
reau of Ordnance and Hydrography, &c., prepared | 
in obedience to the fifth section of the act of April | 
21, 1808. 

| 


| 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, by leave granted, | 

offered the following resolution; which was agreed | 
to: 

Resolved, That the use of this Hall be granted, on the | 


evening of the 24th instant, to the managers of the New || 


York State Institution tor the Blind, for the purpose of ex- 


hibiting the proficiency of the pupils in the academic and 
mechanic arts. 


Mr. McKAY offered the following resolutions; 


which were agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to make the following inquiries : 

1. Whether, in consequence of the reduction of the rank 
and file of the Army, some of the officers, particularly the | 
supernumerary lieutenants authorized by the act of 29th 
April, 1812, might not be dispensed with ; and also whether 
so much of said act as authorizes the appointment of said 
supernumeraries should vot be either repealed or its opera- 
tions suspended until otherwise provided for by law? 

2. Whatis the number of small arms that the Govern- 
ment has now in its arsenals and depots ; what proportion 
of them are serviceable or not, and if, in the opinion of the | 
committee, the present supply is equal to whata prudent | 
forecast would require the Government to keep; then to 
inquire whether the act of the 23d April, 1808, appropri- | 
ating $200,000 annually for the purpose of procuring arms | 
and equipments for the whole body of the miltia of the 
United States, might not be repealed or suspended, and any 
future issues of arms to the States for the purpose of arm- 
ing their militia be made of those arms that will be manu- 
factured at the national armories. 

3. Whether the number of cadets to be admitted into the 
Military Academy cannot be reduced, and fixed so as to 


vacancies in the Army as they arise; at the same time 
making provision for the admission of a limited number of 


4. Whether the number of horses for which officers of 
the Army and the marine corps are allowed to draw forage, 
or money in lieu thereof, under existing laws, cannot be 
reduced ; and, if so, of fixing the number suitable to a state 
of peace. 

5. Whether there is any occasion for the employment of 
wagon masters and forage masters in time of peace; and, 
if not, of repealing so much of the act of , 1838, as 
authorizes their appointment. 

6. That said committee inquire into the expediency of 
repealing all laws now in force allowing brevet pay to offi- 
cers of the Army and the marine corps. Also, of repeal- 
ing the laws allowing double rations to officers of the Army 
and marine corps for commanding departments and posts. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- | 
structed to make the following inquiries : 

1. Whether it is expedient to provide by law for a naval 
peace establishment, designating the number of vessels, 
and of officers, petty officers, and seamen, proper for such 
an establishment. 

2. Whether the complements of crews of vessels in com- 
mission shall not be less in time of peace than of war ; and 
if so, whether the complements, as fixed by the existing 
regulations of the Department, might not be safely re- 


} 
i 
} 
i 
1 
| 


, duced. | 


3. What has been the annual increase in the number of | 
officers of each grade since the 4th March, 1837; and has | 
it, at any time within that period, been unnecessarily large; 
and can the present number, particularly of the higher | 


| grades, as commanders and captains, be reduced with safety. 


4. Whether the anuual! pay of the officers, as fixed by the | 
act of the 3d of March, 1835, especially of those employed 
on shore, on leave of absence, or waiting orders, can be | 
reduced. 

5. Whether there is any, and what, accountability on the 
part of storekeepers and others, for the keeping and. dispo- | 
sition of the public property in yards and elsewhere; and | 
whether a more pertect system of accounting for the same | 
ought not to be established by law. 

. Whether the number and compensation of storekeep- 
ers and other officers at the navy-yards should not be fixed 
by law; at the same time See that the storekeepers | 
shall be appointed by the President of the United States, | 


| 
| 


the name of every individual who ‘‘ has’’ made 
the actual settlement required by ‘he first secticn 
of the act of August 4, 1842, providing for the 
armed occupation and settlement of Florida. 


by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 
|| 7, Whether the expenses of the several navy-yards can- | 
|| not be reduced, and how far it would contribute to that 
' object hereafter to require the public work in them to be 
' executed by contract or the job. 


January 24 


oe 

Mr. HUNGERFORD offered the followin 
resolution; which was adopted under a Suspen 
sion of the rules: ; 


Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to 
House the amonnt paid from the contingent fund thereos 
to James Young, for services as clerk of the Committee of 
Claims, from the close of the second session to the co 
mencement of the third session of the Twenty-Seyenn 
Congress, and from the close of the Twenty-Seventh Con, 
gress until the commencement of the present session : b 
what authority he has been paid, what services he on 
dered ; and whether he is now under the pay of the Goy. 
ernment. 


Mr. LYON introduced a bill; which was read 


| twice, and referred to the Committee on Public 
| Lands. 


| On motion of Mr. STEENROD, the House 
then adjourned. ; 


Teport to this 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. LYON: A memorial from H. H. Riley and others 
citizens of Constantine, in the State of Michigan, praying 
| for a reduction of the rates of postage, and the abolition of 
| the franking privilege; which was referred to the Commi. 

tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, the petition of ninety-four citizens of Milwaukee 
Wisconsin Territory, praying Congress to appropriate 
money for the con-truction of a harbor at New Buffalo, jp 
Berrien county, Michigan; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: ‘The memorial of Commodore Lewis 
Warrington, Jobn B. Nicholson, Philip F. Voorhees, and 
John Percival, in behalf of themselves and the officers and 
crew of the Peacock, praying that the remaining portion of 
| the proceeds of the Epervier, to which they claim to be en 
titled under the act of Congress of the 23d April, 1800, may 
beeen which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKE: The petition of Charles Litue and 
James Brown, praying Congress to enter into a contract 
with them for publishing a new edition of the laws of the 
United States on certain terms and conditions ; which was 
referred to the Joint Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. T. SMITH: A petition from the State of Indi- 
ana, nuinerously signed by citizens of said State and others, 
praying Congress to grant to the State of Indiana the unsold 
lands in the Vincennes land district, to enable the State of 
Indiana to complete the Wabash and,Erie canal and other 
works referred to in the petition; which was referred to 
| the Committee on Public Lands. * 

By Mr. STEWART, of Connecticut: The petition of A. 
Grannis and others, of East Haven, praying Congress to 
erect a light-house or beacon on the southwest ledge at the 
entrance of the barbor at New Haven, in Connecticut; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MACLAY: The petition of Martin & Schull,of . 
| the city of New York, asking for an examination of the 
| different forms of dry dock, before any action shall have 
| 
| 
' 
| 





been had by Congress in reference to a dry-dock at the city 
of New York. 

By Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin: Petitions signed by six 
hundred citizens of the Territory of Wisconsin, asking 
Congress for an appropriation for a harbor at the town of 
Racine, in said Territory ; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, five petitions, numerously signed by citizens of the 
Territory of Wisconsin, asking Congress for an appropria- 
tion for a harbor at the town of Racine, in said Territory; 
which weregeferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, two petitions, numerously signed, asking Congress 
for an appropriation for the improvement of the navigation 
of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers ; which were referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Also, a petition signed by the members of the Legislative 
Asseinbly of the Territory of Wisconsin, asking of Con- 
gress the establishment of a mail route from Milwaukee to 
the town of Jefferson, the county seat of Jefferson county, 
to Madison, the seat of government in said Territory; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HUNT, of New York: The petition of 8. De 
Veaux, Peter B. Porter, and forty-five others, citizens of 
Niagara Falls, fora reduction and revision of the post office 
laws. 

Also, the petition of B. Fairman, and two hundred and 
thirty eight citizens of Orleans county, New York, and of 
8. M. Burroughs and one hundred and fifty-four citizens of 
Orleans county, New York, for the same. 

Also, the petition of seventy-one citizens of Niagara 
county, New York, for the improvement of Eighteen Mile 
Creek harbor. 

Also, the petition of ninety citizens of Orleans county, 
New York, for Oak Orchard harbor. 

Also, the petition of fifty citizens of Lockport, New 
York, for an amendment to the Constitution as proposed 
by the Massachusetts resolutions. 

Also, from forty-nine citizens of Niagara Falls for same. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, January 24, 1844. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial 
from seventy-three citizens of Hartford, Connec- 
ticut, praying for a reduction of the rates of post- 
age, and the abolition of the franking privilege; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WRIGHT said a memorial from the man- 

rs of the New York institution for the instruc- 
tion of the blind had been placed in his hands, 
with a request that he would present it to the 
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| the Government paid for that purpose would be 
of that institution, The sole object was to | an extensive inquiry, and would probably make 
-ayite the Senate to an exhibition by the pupils || a large volume, embracing the accounts of the 
a m this institution, which would take place in | different consuls. He thought that when the 


= Hall of the House of Representatives this || number was shown in the statement, the amount 
of the expense could be ae got at. 


evening. ‘The paper was then read to the Senate. || ' 

Mr. ATCHISON presented a memorial from || Mr. HUNTINGTON said he did not mean to 
David Myerle, praying indemnity for losses sus- | extend the inquiry to call for the accounts. His 
tained under a contract to supply water-rotted | 
hemp for the Navy; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. L | more certain returns from consuls of the amounts 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from || disbursed for that purpose. He suggested the 
, number of citizens of western Pennsylvania, || propriety of letting the resolution lie on the table, 
asking for a further appropriation towards the || to enable him to prepare an amendment to em- 
completion of the works in the harbor of Erie; || brace the inquiry he hinted at. 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- || Mr. SEMPLE said he had no objection. His 
object was to get all the information which was 
necessary to enable him to frame a bill remodel- 
ing the consular establishment. 

he resolution was accordingly again laid on 
| the table. 


| RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 
' 


Le 
senate. It was signed by the committee of man- 









mur. BARROW presented a petition from Jo- 
seph H. Caldwell and others, praying to be re- 
jeased from 2 as sureties on the bonds 
given by the New rleans and Nashville Rail- 
road Company, to secure the payment of the du- 
ties on certain railroad iron; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE presented a memorial 
from the Common Council of the city of Mon- 
roe, Michigan, asking for a further appropriation 
fom the Government to prosecute the works 
commenced in the harbor of that place; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. ATCHISON, the petition 
of Francis Cooper, praying indemnity for losses 
of property during the war, was ordered to be 
taken from the files and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. ARCHER, leave wasgranted 
to withdraw from the files the petition of the heirs 
of Gustavus B. Horner, praying for commuta- 
tion pay. 


On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, leave mts 


The CHAIR announced the general orders; 
| the first bill on which, was that to grant a quan- 
tity of land to aid in the improvement of the Fox 
and Wisconsin rivers, and to connect the same by 
a canal in the Territory of Wisconsin. 

The question pending being on concurring in 

| the amendments (heretofore published) made in 
| Committee of the Whole, the question was put, 
| and they were concurred in. 
Mr. TAPPAN moved to amend the bill by 
| striking from the third section so much as says 
| that ‘‘the said lands shall be subject to the dis- 
posal of the President and Congress for the pur- 
pose aforesaid, and no other.”’ 





| ing the amendments heretofore made on the sug- 
| gestion of Mr. Wacker, providing that the im- 
| provements shall be kept.in repair by Wisconsin 
L | when it becomes a State, which shall impose no 
granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate, || greater toll than is necessary to keep the same in 
for the purpose of delivering into the hands of the || repair) the following: 

chairman Of the Committee on Indian Affairs of I] « The said rivers, when improved, and the said canal 

® | B pre B y 9 a Sa ang 

the House of Representatives, the report made by when completed, shall be and forever remain a public high- 
the Secretary of War, in response to a resolution way for the use of the Government of the United States, 
of the Senate, of the present session, concerning |, free from any toll or other charge whatever, for any prop- 
the awards made by the board established under || ety of the United States, or persons in their service, pass- 
the Cherokee treaty ing upon the same. 


** Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That, after the lands 
VACANCIES ON COMMITTEES. 


hereby granted shall have been selected as aforesaid, they 

shall be offered for sale, in the same manner as other pub- 

On motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, the President |/ lic lands, at the land office of the district in which they are 
pro tempore was empowered to fill the vacancies 
in the several standing committees caused by the 


| situated—the first tier of sections on the banks of said 
| rivers, lakes, and canals, at $2 50 the acre, and the second 
resignation of Mr. Sprague, of Rhode Island. | 
E. AND S. WARD. 


tier of sections at Government price; and a separate ac- 
count of all lands so sold shall be kept by the register of the 
| said office. And the said alternate sections reserved to the 

Jnited States shall not be sold at a rate less than $2 50 the 

On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, the adverse 

report of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, on the claims of E. & S. Ward, was 
taken up, and concurred in by the Senate. 


acre. 
HEIRS OF DANIEL TRUEHEART. 


* Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the topograph- 
| ical engineers, under the control and direction of the Sec- 
retary of War, shall cause the said improvement and canal 
| to be constructed in such manner, and upon such plans and 
estimates, as shall have been previously prepared and sub- 
On motion of Mr. JARNAGIN, the adverse re- 
ports of the Committee on Revolutionary Claime, 
in the cases of the heirs of Daniel Trueheart and 
Elizabeth’ Lomax, were taken up for considera- 
tion. 
On the suggestion of Mr. ARCHER, they 
were ordered to lie on the table till to-morrow. 


CONSULAR ESTABLISHMENTS. 


On motion of Mr. SEMPLE, the Senate took 
up for consideration the resolution introduced by 
him, calling upon the Departments for informa- 
tion concerning the operations of the consuls and 
commercial agents abroad. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said he did not rise to 
make any objection to the resolution,but he rather 
thought that a part of the information called for 
was already communicated. He could not dis- 
tinguish, by the reading of the resolution at his 
seat, whether it embraced a simple inquiry, 
aa not, he desired it should embrace, ) 
or information in relation to the sum received by 
consuls and consular agents, under the provisions 
of law, to relieve seamen discharged in foreign 
ports. He wished to know whether the resolu- 
tion was broad enough to embrafe that iniquity. 

Mr. SEMPLE said he did not presume it em- 
braced that. It was intended to embrace only the 
number of seamen which have been provided for 
by the consuls and sent h»me under the provis- 
ions of law for that purpose. But the amount 








| shall not exceed the value of said lands hereby granted.” 


Mr. TAPPAN said that as he had expressed 
his views on the subject a few days ago, when 
| the bill was before the Senate, he would not now 
say more than that it must be obvious to every 
| Senator that the mode of constructing this canal 
| by the General Government, as proposed by the 
bill, was the most wasteful which could be in- 
vented. The work proposed is one of great im- 
portance, and, when well done, will be of very 
| great utility. 
so done, that he proposed to amend the bill. Re- 
| serve the lands from sale, and devote them to the 
construction of this canal; but leave the making 


penditure of the money arising from such sale, 
to Wisconsin, when she shall become a State. 





Senate. 


quiry, whether some four or five hundred thou- 


to objects of the kind nas 29a by the bill. 
Mr. SEVIER said that there was a reservation 
by the distribution act of the kind. 
Mr. TALLMADGE remarked that that act 
rovides, when the Territories shall become 
tes, they will be entitled to the same number 
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object was, only to see the amount, to know | 
1 whether any legislation was necessary to render | 


He moved also to strike from the bill (includ- | 


mitted to the said Secretary, and approved by him: Pro- | 
| vided, The entire cost to the United States of the said work | 


It was with a view that it may be | 


| of the canal, the sale of the lands, and the ex: | 


Such was his proposition, and he hoped it would | 
| commend itself to the approbation of the whole | 


Mr. BAGBY was understood to make the in- | 


sand acres of land were not reserved, under the | 
distribution act, to the Territories, to be applied | 


185 
of acres the other States received; that is, they 
| would be placed upon an equality with the new 
| States. 
| Mr. BAGBY remarked that the improvement 
| was to be done in one of two ways only—either 
| by the Federal Government or by the Territory 

when she became a State. The bill as it then 
stood, provided that the Government of the Uni- 
ted States should accomplish it out of the public 
domain. He was understood to coincide with 
the views of the Senator from Ohio, as to the 
propriety of reserving the land; that it was time 
enough to make disposition of the amount of land 
| In question, after this Territory, or either of them, 
| set up for themselves as States. 
Mr. TALLMADGE said that, in regard to the 
act of 1841—the distribution bill—Senators would 
find that the five hundred thousand acres of land 
| reserved for the Territories are to be selected when 
| they come into the Union as States, so as to put 
| them on an equality with other new States, with 
| the exception of those grants which had been 
| made for purposes of internal improvement. He 
| then cited numerous grants which had been made 
| for the purpose of constructing canals, improving 
| the navigation of rivers, and making roads—par- 
ticularly to the States of Ohio and [llinois—having 
| no connection with the grants under the distribu- 
| tion bill. The particular object of the bill was to 
| have this improvement made, while it was in the 
| power of the Government to do so, before any of 
| these lands were entered. The improvement 
could be made with little expense, compared with 
others, There was no improvement made in the 
Union at so small an expense as this could be 
made, It was a national work, and one particu- 
larly of great interest to the section in which it 
was to be constructed. By granting these alter- 
| nate sections for the purpose, the canal can be 
made without costing the Government a single 
| dollar; for the alternate sections to be retained by 
| the Government, as has been the practice in other 
cases, when sold at the advanced price, will reim- 
| burse her for the sections granted to make the 
work. Thus can a most important national work 
| be completed without any cost to the Treasury. 
The proposition of the Senator from Ohio was to 





reserve these lands for the purpose until that Ter- 
ritory shall become a State. If the bill should 
pass in its present form, and it was found desir- 
able hereafter, when that Territory shall be ad- 
mitted as a State into the Union, to give her the 
power to manage the construction of the work— 
if, indeed, it is not completed before that time— 
Congress can pass an act conferring that power. 
Mr. T. spoke at some length in favor of the bill 
as it stood. 

Mr. KING said he had already given evidence 
to the Senate that he was in favor of ceding part 
| of this land on these rivers, for the purpose of 
| improving their navigation; and he considered the 

section of the bill which related to this subject 
one of great importance. He feared that his 
friend from Ohio [Mr. Tappan] would not obtain 
his object by the amendment proposed. 
The Senator would have to change his phrase- 
ology to obtain his object; and with a view to 
| allow him time to look into the matter more fully, 
| he proposed that the bill should lie over till to- 
| morrow. He was convinced that propositions 
| made to the Government for works of internal 
improvement always cost nearly double what they 
| would if executed by States or companies whose 
| interest it was to use economy in their construc- 
tion. Ifthe land, therefore, was ceded to this spe- 
cific object, and no expenditures made upon it 
until a seat of government should be formed in 
that Territory, the people would have a direct 
interest in the proper expenditure of the funds 
|| appropriated for the construction of the works. 

e was not disposed to throw any obstacle in the 
way of improvements of this description; but he 
well knew that most of the expenditures by the 
Government for similar purposes had been ex- 
travagant beyond computation, and had cost more 
than would, if properly managed, have done twice 
the work. He referred the Senator from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. Barrow] to the appropriations for im- 

rovements at the mouth of the Mississippi river. 
Bow many thousands of dollars had been ex- 
pended there, and where was there anything to 
show? Had the obstructions been removed, or 
had the mud-banks been in any way improved? 
‘| The money was gone, and there was nothing to 
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show for it. It was like many similar cases to || tions upon 


which he could refer if necessary. 3 
As to the settlement of the country, it was de- 
sirable that the lands contiguous to those proposed 


to be set apart for the improvements, should be | 


settled before the lands thus reserved are exposed 
for sale. They would then bring a much better 

rice. The works could then be executed on much 
better terms than they could if there was no pop- 
ulation. He could not see why the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Tattmapce] was so anx- 
ious to hasten the commencement of these im- 
provements, when they could be effected, and 
would be effected in a much shorter time, by a 
little delay. [le was decidedly in favor of ceding 
a part of these lands, but not at this time; and he 
trusted such a course would be pursued. He 
again suggested to his friend from Ohio [ Mr. Tar- 
PAN] to let the bill lie over, in order that he [Mr. 
T.] might have an opportunity of examining it 
more thoroughly, and of preparing such an amend- 
ment as would provide for the construction of this 
canal, when the ‘Territory should become a State. 


With such an arrangement he should be satisfied. | 


He. believed it would be more to the interest of 
the Territory and the country; and that the canal 
would then be better constructed, and at a much 
less expense. 


Mr. TAPPAN acquiesced in the suggestion of || 
the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. Kina;]} and the | 


bill was postponed until to-morrow. 


THE COMPROMISE ACT. 


Mr. EVANS moved that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the unfinished business of 
Friday, being the resolution reported from the 
Committee on Finance, for the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bill introduced by the Senator 
from South Carolina, {Mr. McDurrieg,]| to reduce 
gradually the rates of duties under the present 
tariff to the standard of the compromise act—that 
is, an ad valorem duty of twenty per cent. 

Mr. BERRIEN said, that before this debate 

roceeded, he desired to take the opinion of the 
Benue on a point of order. He had listened to 
the discussion—especially that portion of it which 
had occupied the attention of the Senate for the 
last three days—with all the attention which was 
due to the honorable Senators by whom it had 
been conducted, and certainly with a full appre- 
ciation of the ability with which the subject had 
been debated; but with a constant feeling of the 
entire impropriety of the length to which it had 
extended from the subject under consideration. 

The appropriate committee of the Senate, to 


which this bill had been referred, had reported a | 


_ resolution which presented a preliminaryquestion; 
and that was, whether the Senate had power to take 


original legislative jurisdiction on a bill of this de- | 


scription. That, he apprehended, was the question 
which was primarily to be decided; because, if, in 
point of fact, the Senate should ultimately decide 
that it had not the power to originate this bill, and 
should, in the intermediate time, have engaged in 


a discussion on the merits of the bill itself, the | 


result would be that, in the character of Senators, 
they had been discussing a question over which 
they had no sort of jurisdiction. He apprehended 
it was true, in a legislative, as well as in a judi- 
cial point of view, that, before the Senate could 
enter into the consideration of the subject-matter 
of a question, it must ascertain and determine its 
rightand authority to decide upon its jurisdiction. 
Great and important as were the questions pre- 
sented to their consideration in the discussion 
which had been conducted for the last three days, 
there was one in advance of all these questions, 
and infinitely more important. It was, the ques- 
tion of the constitutional powers of that body; 
and that, he conceived, was the first question 
which claimed consideration. He was aware, 
while making this suggestion to the Senate, that 
the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Woop- 
BURY] was entitled to the floor that day; but hav- 
ing intimated this morning to that Senator his in- 
tention of raising a point of order, he presumed 
it would be perfectly satisfactory to him [Mr.W.] 
if the sense of the Senate could be ascertained as 
to the propriety of continuing the discussion be- 
fore rising to address the Senate. Butit was not 
the Senator from New Hampshire alone who was 
concerned. It concerned every other individual 
who expected to take part in the debate to know 


| he should engage in the discussion of several ex- 

|| traneous topics. It was with a view to ascer- 
tain the sense of the Senate on this subject, that 
he had submitted the point of order, whether the 
discussion should not be restricted to the ques- 
tion of the constitutional power of the Senate to 
originate this bill; and not with any desire to op- 
pose a mere reference to the bill for the purpose 
of ascertaining its character. It was to exclude 
from discussion the consideration of its merits. 
He submitted the question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore said that, after 
deliberating much on the subject, he was of opin- 
ion that it was not in his power to restrict the 
discussion. If there was any dissent from this 
opinion, an appeal could be taken. 

Mr. ARCHER inquired if the object of the 
Senator from Georgia would not be accomplished 
by a motion to recommit the bill to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, with instructions to report back 
the two questions involved in the resolution sep- 
arately ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore desired, if not 
out of order, to be allowed to state an opinion 
formed after much deliberation. 
proper time for raising the question of order 
would have been on asking leave to introduce the 
bill. But no objection having been then made, 
the bill was to be considered as before the Senate; 
and, although the question would be upon adopt- 
ing the report of the committee, the discussion on 

| that point was not precluded from embracing the 
| merits of the bill itself. 
proper to question the decision of the Chair, an 


It was, that the | 


If any Senators thought | 


appeal from it might be taken; and the Senate | 


would itself then decide the question of order. 
Mr. BERRIEN called for the reading of the 
report. 


The Secretary read the report, consisting sim- 


ply of the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the bill entitled * A bill to revive the act 
of March 2, 1833, usually called the compromise act, and | 
to modify the existing duties upon foreign imports in con- | 
formity with its provisions,” is a bill for raising revenue | 


| within the meaning of the seventh section of the first arti- 
cle of the Constitution, ani cannot therefore originate in 
the Senate: Therefore, 

| Resolved, That it be indefinitely postponed. 

| 
the form of the resolution, that the concluding 
part was, in so ney words, a direct sequence of 
the previous part. Both parts must be taken as 
a whole, in which the nature of the bill and the 
constitutional objection to it are inseparably uni- 
ted; and, for this cause, it recommends that the 
bill be indefinitely postponed. But the object he 
had in view was simply to obtain the sense of the 
Senate, whether it should confine itself to the 

consideration of the preliminary question, or go 
into the merits of the bill itself. He denied that 
there could be any rule or action of the Senate in 
regulating its proceedings, which could arm itself 
with powers it did not possess from the Consti- 
tution. If the Senate did not possess the power 
to entertain the bill itself, it certainly could not 
give itself the power of discussing its merits. 
The constitutional question could not be set aside 
by af rule of the Senate. Its incumbent duty 
was, first to decide whether it had or had not the 
right of jurisdiction over the subject. Perhaps 
the object he had in view could be attained—as 
he now understood that the Chair had decided 
that the bill and resolution were both before the 
Senate—by moving that the whole be laid on the 
table, premising that he made the motion simply 
for the purpose of testing the sense of the Senate 
whether the question for discussion was to be 


that of the preliminary jurisdiction or the merits | 


of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore was understood 
to remark that, if the motion to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table prevailed, all would go together. 


Mr. ARCHER hoped his friend from Georgia | 


| would shape his motion so as to obtain a vote on 
| the question of jurisdiction. 

Mr. BERRIEN observed that he now under- 
| Stood that his object would not be attained by 
_the motion to lay the whole on the table. He 
had already stated that the first question to be 


_ decided was the preliminary question of jurisdic- | 


tion; it was the great value attached to the reso- 
‘lution. His desire was to have the direct decision 


whether he should .be restricted in his observa- || of the Senate, either affirming or denying its con- 


| 


} 


| 


| 


|| Mr. BERRIEN said it seemed to him, from | 


! 
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| 


should be glad to acquiesce in any motion 
| would attain his direct object. 
| on that point should be decided that the me 
of the bill can be discussed, he should have 
| objection to the views of Senators being given op 
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a subject involving the constitutional ‘| stitutional power to entertain the bill. That.ob. 
| powers of the Senate to that question; or whether 


ject, however, itappeared, would not be ob 


by a motion to lay the bill on the ble, te 


i 
nal 
If the Question 
rits 
No 


the merits of the bill. 


i 


| 
| 


| 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore pointed oy, 


_ various ways in which the object of the Senato, 


from Georgia could be attained; and, to show 
this, referred to the standing rules, which jy 
quoted. F 

Mr. HUNTINGTON understood the Senajo, 
from Georgia to suggest to the Chair whether thy 
— he proposed to raise, and which he (My. 
1.) thought ought to be the first question raise 
—that of jurisdiction—might not be reached jy 
this form: by laying the question of indefinite 
postponement on the table, leaving the naked 


| question of jurisdiction to be decided by a direc; 
| vote. 





' ion of the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore read one of the 
standing rules, by which it appeared that a divis. 
uestion might be called for. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON said he had before yp». 
derstood the decision of the Chair to be, that they 
were not capable of division. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore said, no; the 
Chair thought it was divisible. 


Mr. HUNTINGTON thought the question of 


| jurisdiction was the first question to be decided, 


It was a great constityional question that ought 
to be decided by the Senate. It ought to be placed 
on record, that the Senate had settled this ques- 
tion of jurisdiction by a direct vote. If this were 
not settled first, the discussion on the merits of 
the bill might be kept up for weeks, and to no 
purpose, because, at last, the vote on the resolu- 
tion might decide that there was no jurisdiction. 
His friends had shown, by what had already 
taken place, that their object was not to avoid 
discussion; for that they were prepared, when- 
ever the proper time came for going into it. 
Mr. ARCHER did not understand the answer 
given by the Chair when the question was asked, 
whether the object might not be accomplished by | 
a motion to recommit the bill with instructions. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore replied to the 
inquiry, that on recommittal, the committee could 
report the questions distinctly, and on their re- 
port a division of the subject would come up. 
But on a motion to recommit, the whole subject 


| would be open to discussion. 


Mr. ARCHER had been going to say that the 
object might be attainable by a motion of that 
character. But it appeared that motion would let 


|in the very thing against which he wished to 
| guard—a fruitless discussion of the tariff policy 
| of the country—on a pending question of the ju- 


| cussed. 


| 


risdiction of the Senate, which might be decided 
against the right to entertain the measure dis- 
If the discussion was to go on for five 
or six weeks, was it not worth while to consider 
the excitement of the country which it would 
raise, and the almost ludicrous aspect: in which 
the Senate would be regarded at the end of that 
time, when it would be decided that it had no 
jurisdiction to entertain the measure it had been 
so long discussing. That the whole thing should 
result—in what way? That by the Constitution 
they had no power at all to entertain this bill! 
For such would prove to be the fact. 

Gentlemen on all sides of the House, whatever 
might be their views as to the policy of the tariff 
law, should concur in avoiding the occasion 
which would be thus given for casting a sigma 
on the character and conduct of the Senate. 

He should feel it to be his duty to offer the 
motion he had intimated his intention of making, 
but he now understood the object could be better 
attained by another motion to lay the whole on 
the table; on which motion it would be compe- 
tent for some other Senator to call for a division 
of the subject. 

He did not think it could be desirable that the 
general discussion should be continued in advance 
of a legitimate occasion of going into the whole 
merits of the tariff question, without being checked 
by any constitutional restraint. He understood 
from the organ of the other House, in relation to 
this subject, that there was now very little doubt 
that a bill would, at no distant day in the session, 
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THE 


——— ail ae Re ae eee ; we 
pe sent from that House, where such measures 1 Nothing was more common in such matters than 


ore properly originate, which would call |! 
caald tojostion for the most free and ample dis- | 
WF dion that gentlemen could desire. Should this 
fiseussion, in the meantime, have gone on for 
gve or Six weeks, was it all to be gone over 
again, or was the legitimate occasion to pass with 
itleor no discussion? They should, in such 
case, have to renew the subject for five or six | 
weeks, which had already occupied their time for 
the same period. Heshould, therefore, move to | 


| 


iy the whole subject on the table, with a view 
to afford the Senator from Connecticut an oppor- 
tunity of ealling fora division of the question. 

Mr. ATHERTON inquired whether his col- | 
»acae, having obtained the floor yesterday, was | 
not entitled to it, and to proceed before any one 
else could take the floor? ’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore explained that, 
as a matter of courtesy, it was understood the 
senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Woopsury] | 
was entitled to the floor, should the debate pro- |, 
ceed; but that he had one it to the Senator | 
from Georgia to raise the question of order. 

Mr. BAGBY asked the Senator from Virginia | 
io suspend his motion for a few moments, to en- || 
able him to state his reasons for the vote he | 
-hould give on that motion. 

Mr. ARCHER said the same request had been 
made by the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bay- | 
anv.) He had no objection to extend the usual | 
courtesy to both Senators, but with a distinct ! 

} 
| 
| 
| 
| 


understanding that, in doing so, they would not 
lead off to a discussion of the general subject. 

Mr. BAGBY said he certainly would acquiesce || 
in that understanding. 

Mr. BAYARD observed, that he understood | 
jt was supposed that the bill was under discus- 
sion, as well as the preliminary question of the 
resolution from the Committee on Finance. Now, | 
he apprehended that was not the fact. It was || 
very true, that when application was made for 
leave to introduce the bill, it might have been 
properly objected to on the ground that the Sen- 
ate had no jurisdiction. It would undoubtedly || 
have been the proper time. But, froma long- || 
established courtesy, it was not then objected to. 
The introduction was tacitly suffered with a view 
of allowing the Senator from South Carolina an 
opportunity of making his speech on the merits | 
of the tariff question. But the mere fact of having || 
postponed the objection to a subsequent stage of || 
the progress of the bill did not at ..ny time give a |, 
jurisdiction which the Senate did not constitu- 
tonally possess. 

Well, now, if the bill at this moment was before || 
the Senate, he wished to be informed at what 
reading was it? Certainly not on its second read- 
ing. The Chair supposed it was as in Committee 
of the Whole; or was it on a distinct, insulated 
proposition, put by the Committee on Finance, 
which was entirely independent of the merits of 
the bill, raising the question of jurisdiction. It 
was no part or parcel of the bill itself. 1t was that || 
question which was taken up, and it was the only || 
question that ought to be debated in the first in- || 
stance. Let the character of the resolution be ex- 
amined, and it would be found on its very face. 
It might appear that it put forward two proposi- 
tions; but such was not the fact. It was but one 
resolution; the two parts could not be separated, 
because of the very nature of the thing. The Fi- 
nance Committee reported a resolution, which 
gave in itself a reason for the recommendation of 
indefinite postponement. 





| 
j 
j 


| 
| 
| 





before the Senate, there could not be a motion to 
postpone it indefinitely. 
Mr. BAYARD observed that it was not his 


intention to appeal from the decision of the Chair | 


that the bill was before the Senate; his remarks 
went merely to show that this proposition—this 
resolution—was a single resolution; and as to the 
suggestions made by the Chair as to the motive, 
the very reason for the postponement was involved 
in the proposition; it was in its very essence. It 
stated on its face that very thing, the first part 
being only of the nature of a preamble. Strike 
out the parenthetical part, and it is still the same 


- resolution, but less explanatory. It would be: 


_ Resolved, That this bill, not being within the constitu- 
tional jurisdiction of the Senate, be indefinitely postponed.” 


_ The mere duplicating of the terms did not make 
it two resolutions; it was but one,resolution. 


/ on the discussion. 


| order, to avoid further discussion. 


to commence by stating that, for certain reasons, 
it is necessary to do so and so. That did not 
alter the fact that it was but a single proposition 
on which the Senate was called upon to pass a 


direct vote; because, in the opinion of the com- | 


mittee, this was a bill which the Senate could not 
entertain. It was a special case; there was no 
power to go beyond the question; it was a distinct 
proposition, going Mave to the right of the Sen- 
ate to entertain the measure. The vote that set- 
tled the jurisdiction would settle the whole ques- 


tion. [t seemed, therefore, to him that the proper 
| proceeding was to vote directly on that question. 


Some incidental conversation here took place 


between the CHAIR, Mr. BAYARD, Mr. SE- 


VIER, and Mr. ARCHER;; after which 


Mr. SEVIER rose to express his regret that 


any opposition should be raised against carrying 
This was not a new instance 
of protracted debate on propositions that could 
lead to no result. He could give numerous in- 
stances in which such discussions had been al- 


| lowed to go on, weeks upon weeks, without inter- 
| ruption. 


He would recall to the recollection of 
the Senate one relative to an agent to South 
America; another was on the long string of reso- 
lutions offered by the Senator from South Caro- 


\, lina, (Mr. Catunoun,] in which there were six or 


eight propositions, leading to no practical result; 
also the resolutions afterwards expunged on mo- 
tion of his friend from Missouri, |Mr. Benton. ] 


He also recollected the report on the subject of | 


the State debts, on which there was no proposi- 
tion at all before the Senate; yet how long was 
the discussion keptup? But here was a proposi- 
tion of the greatest importance to the whole coun- 
try—a question of revenue, with a debt increas- 
ing, and inadequate means. This was a subject 
on which he and the whole country wanted light. 
Whether a vote on a preliminary question, ora 
measure itself—whether the present tariff will 
supply resources for the Government or not— 
these subjects having been drawn into discussion 
by the ablest minds in the country, before they 
are fully developed, are arrested by a question of 
Now he did 
hope that it would be allowed to progress, not on 


| the preliminary question alone, but the merits of 


the measure proposed. After it had proceeded 
so far, he regretted that the gentlemen on the 
other side had thrown obstacles in the way of its 
continuance, now that other gentlemen wished to 


| express their views. 


Mr. BAGBY said he wished it to be distinctly 
understood, in the vote he should give, that it was 
not for any partiality for the tariff bill of last ses- 
sion, or any repugnance to the principles of the 
bill presented by the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. McDorrie.} It appeared to him that 
the Senate was about to step off on the wrong 
foot when the bill was introduced. That was the 
time when the question of jurisdiction should have 
been entertained and discussed. 
interposed then, had it not been intimated that 


| the whole question of jurisdiction would have } 


been settled on the coming in of the report. If 
he had not supposed so, it would have been im- 
possible for him, entertaining the views he did, 


| to have voted in favor of the leave, or the refer- | 


ence either. Nooneappreciated more fully than 
he did the importance of the tariff question, and 
the injurious operation of the present tariff upon 
the southern section of the Union; but there was 


connected with this subject a question infinitely 
The CHAIR suggested that, if the bill was not | 


higher in importance than the tariff. That is the 
great question—as to where the taxing power re- 
sides. Although he agreed with the Senator from 
South Carolina, that the present tariff was the 


| did, endeavor to get rid of that measure, by vio- 
| lating what he conceived to be a fundamental 
| principle of the Constitution. 

He had listened with great pleasure to the ar- 
gument of the Senator from South Carolina, and 
subscribed almost entirely to the correctness of 
the principles embraced in the bill introduced by 
him. It was due to the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
ae to say that he listened to his argument 
with pleasure, although he differed with him to- 
tally in his views. It was always agreeable to 
him to witness the efforts of able and ingenious 
minds, even though they should be employed in 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


He would have | 


| rest discussion that had gone on so long. 
as it would be truly in vain to attempt arresting 
| discussion at any time on this great question, to 


most odious act ever passed by any legislative | 
| body, he could not, entertaining the opinions he 


\} of the Senate to entertain the bill at ail. 
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endeavoring to make “the worse appear the bet- 
ter reason.’’ He also entertained the most pro- 
found respect for that body, and for the States of 
which they were the representatives; but he en- 
tertained greater respect for the Constitution we 
have derived from our ancestors, and for the great 
rights secured to the people by that instrument, 
of being taxed by bills originating with their ime 
mediate representatives. It was to preserve the 
Constitution from violation, and to maintain that 
right in its plentitude and purity, and for that rea- 
son alone, he should vote to lay the bill on the 
table; as that (according to the decision of the 
Chair) was the only way the question of jurisdic- 
tion could be reached. 

Mr. ALLEN asked and obtained the assent of 
Mr. Arcuer to state his reasons for the vote he 
should give. 

He then proceeded to say, after a few prefatory 
remarks, that he should vote against the motion 
to lay on the table, because he did not desire to 
subject himself to the danger of being placed in 
an equivocal position. His idea was that, to re- 
fuse to lay on the table, and to take the vote di- 
rectly on the question of jurisdiction, might in- 
volve gentlemen who would vote for the resolution 
in the difficulty of being misunderstood by the 
country in relation to their reasons for so voting. 
After the discussion had been proceeding for sev- 
eral days on the whole subject, it did not seem 
right to arrest it, especially after the claborate 
speech of the Senator from Maine. Entertaining 
himself the opinion that the Senate had not juris- 


| diction of the bill, he should, at the proper time, 


give his vote in accordance with that opinion. 
But as to silencing this great and lasting question, 


| it was in vain to make the attempt. The subject 
| would be discussed. It might as well be attempt- 
| ed to arrest time itself, as to arrest the discussion 
| of a matter which agitated the whole Union. 


Although it was his belief that the Senate had 
not that kind of unequivocal jurisdiction which 
justified the introduction of the bill, still he should 
vote against laying the matter upon the table, for 


| the obvious reason that it would place Senators 


in the condition that they would be required to 


| explain to the country the reasons for their votes. 
| They might have various and opposite motives 


for their votes; yet, with no explanation, they 


| might be supposed to be actuated by the same 


reasons. He thought it would be much better to 


decide at once the question of jurisdiction; and he 


therefore suggested to the Senator from Virginia 
the propriety of withdrawing his motion to lay 
on the table, and let the direct vote be taken on 
the preliminary point. 

Mr. ARCHER observed that the honorable 
Senators from Arkansas and Ohio seemed to him 


| to be altogether unauthorized in taking up the 


opinion expressed by them, that anybody on his 


| side of the House was opposed, on a proper oc- 
| casion and at the proper time, to debate the ques- 
' tion. 


He was sure the motion he had made, ac- 
companied by the explanation he had given, did 
not warrant any such inference as that it was his 
design, or the object of gentlemen on his side, to 
shrink from the fullest discussion of the tariff 


| law, whenever the subject came up in a constitu- 


tional manner. 
Mr. ALLEN disclaimed meaning that the gen- 
tlemen were not disposed to go into discussion; 


| but that, at ak ect stage of the proceed- 


ings, he regretted they should be disposed to ar- 


Now, 


say it ought to go on now was not saying that it 


| was the object of gentlemen on the other side to 


avoid discussion at any time. g 
Mr. ARCHER accepted the explanation. He 


| was confident that it was not the intention of the 


Senator to make any uncourteous allusions to 
him or his friends. He would take occasion to 


| say that he, for one—and he would undertake to 


speak for every Senator on his side of the Cham- 
ber—so far from being disposed to arrest discus- 
| sion on the tariff policy of the country, it was 
_ their earnest desire that, at the proper time, both 
_ Houses might go into that discussion. 
The Senator from Arkansas was mistaken with 
regard to his friend from Georgia and himself. 
| They held, not that it would be surplus discus- 
| sion, but that it was not within the com _— 
1@ 
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Senator from Ohio said that, although he con- 
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| 








eurred in the opinion of the Senator from Geor- | he went on and finished his remarks. 


gia, that to entertain the bill was not constitu- 
tional, he should vote against the motion, which 
the Chair said was the only mode of meeting the 
question of jurisdiction as a preliminary ques- 
tion. If any Senator could point out another 
mode of coming at the direct vote, he should not 
hesitate to say that it would be most desirable to 
adopt it. 
tleman, would make a motion which would effect 
that object, he was willing to go for it, to escape 
an unauthorized discussion now. He renewed 
his motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. EVANS asked for a division of the ques- 
tion in this form: First, on laying the bill on 


Now, if the Senator, or any other gen- | 


the table; and then on the second branch of the | 


resolution; so that, if the bill and last part of the 


resolution be laid on the table, and the second | 


part be not negatived, and not laid on the table, 
the discussion of the Senate will be on that sub- 
ject, and not an any other. 


The CHAIR was under the impression that, | 


if the bill was laid on the table, it necessarily in- 
cluded the whole subject. But it might be done 
in this way—retaining all the matter in the first 
proposition, 


Mr. EVANS asked what would then be the | 


subject of discussion if the last resolution was laid 
on the table? 

The CHAIR said the first would be. 

Mr. EVANS asked, would the bill itself and 
its merits, or the first resolution alone, be dis- 
cussed ? 

The CHAIR said it was his opinion that the 
first resolution, and that alone, would be the sub- 
ject of discussion. 

Mr. EVANS thought that it would, in that 
form, furnish a mode by which the sense of the 
Senate could be snaienbon the preliminary ques- 
tion. 

The point of order for obtaining the direct vote 
was discussed for some time by Messrs. EVANS, 


KING, ARCHER, and MOREHEAD; when, 


At the suggestion of Mr. MOREHEAD, thatit | 


was due to the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. 
McDurrie] to have an opportunity of answering 
the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Evans,] it was 
agreed by general consent, with the exception of 
Mr. Haywoop, who declared that he would be 
no party tosuch an unparliamentary understand- 


ing, that Mr. McDurrie should name a day for | 


making his reply; and that then the debate should 
cease, by Mr. Ancuer being reinstated in his 
sition of being the mover of the question to 
the whole on the table. 

Mr. McDurrte yielding to the suggestion that 
Monday next would be a proper time to take up 
the subject again, the subject was postponed to 
that day. 

The Senate then went into executive session; 
and, after some time spent therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 24, 1844. 


Mr. HOPKINS wished to give notice of a bill. 
Mr. ADAMS objecied, and called for the orders 
of the day. 


=~ 


| involved, an 


Mr. PAYNE next obtained the floor; which, 
however, was contested by Mr. A. JOHNSON. 

The SPEAKER gave the floor to the gentle- 
man from Alabama. 

Mr. RHETT, by Mr. Payne’s permission, 
said that the gentleman from Massachusetts, in 
quoting the proposition from Hatsell, which he 
said he hoped would be inscribed as one of the 
rules of the House, did not refer to Mr. Hatsell’s 
authority or his proposition, on the same page, 
which he would read to the House. Mr. Hatsell 
says: 

“In the proceedings between the two Houses on Skin- 


ner’s business, in 1669, which are erased from the Jour- | 


nals, it appears from Gray’s Debates, VI., p. 209, that on 
the 7th and 8th of December, the House of Commons re- 
solved : 


*¢], That it is an inherent right of every commoner of | 


England to prepare and present petitions to the House, in 


case of grievances; and of the House of Commons to re- || 


ceive them. 

© 69. That it is the undoubted right and privilege of the 
House of Commons to adjudge and determine, touching the 
nature and matter of such petitions, how fur they are fit 
and unfit to be received.”’ 

Mr. WINTHROP said that, if the gentleman 
from South Carolina would look to page 388, he 
would see this matter corrected, and the word 
received was stricken out, and the word retained 
was inserted in the second proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE having proceeded, 

Mr. RHETT interrupted him, and begged him 
to allow him to read to the House the proposition 
which the gentleman from Massachusetts said 
was altered on the page 388; that he finds them, 


at the page the gentleman referred to, exactly as | 
| they are first recited by Mr. Hatsell; the word 


received being in the second proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE refused to allow Mr. Ruerr to 
read the proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE said it had not been his purpose 
to trouble the House upon this subject; but when 
he reflected upon the importance of the question 


which would probably grow out of the determ- 
ination of the question, he felt constrained—very 
much against his will—to take part in the debate. 
The discussion upon this question had been of a 
most extraordinary character. Gentlemen had 
come forward and stated upon the floor of that 
House that a deliberate design wag entertained 
by gentlemen here to suppress or abolish the right 
of petition, to prevent the people of the United 
States from assembling and petitioning the Gov- 
ernment. He availed himself of this occasion to 


| declare in the face of the nation, that, as far as 


his knowledge extended, no such feeling, dispo- 


| sition, or desire, was entertained by any individ- 
| ual in the House. 


The gentleman from South Carolina,who opened 
the debate, expressly declared that the right of 
petition was an inherent right, and placed beyond 
the reach of legislation. Such was the opinion 
which he himself entertained. Why, then, was 
this attempt made to gull and deceive the people? 


'| He would not impute improper motives to any 


Mr. HAMLIN rose toa privileged question; | 


and on his motion, a correction was made in the 
Journal. 


REPORT ON THE RULES. 


The SPEAKER said the order of the morning 
hour was called for; which was the report of the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Kentucky, asked permission 
at this time to presenta minority report from the 
Committee on Rules; which was acceded to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL moved the printing of an 
extra number of the report of the majority and 
minority of the committee together. 

Mr. HOPKINS objected. 

Mr. WINTHROP then proceeded with his 
remarks on the right of petition, which he com- 
menced yesterday; and in the course of his ar- 


gentleman. He would not say there was a species 


| of demagogism at the bottom of this memorial; 
| that it was intended to make political capital out 


of it. There was no petition which had been pre- 
sented to this Congress which had not been heard, 
understood, and acted upon. Every abolition 
petition which had been presented, had either been 
read, or its contents distinctly stated, so that the 
House was put fully in possession of the subject. 


| The right of petition was not the question involved 


in this discussion; the true question was, how far 
they were bound to legislate upon the subject of 
abolition petitions; and, in his opinion, they were 
not ‘were pee legislate upon these petitions at all. 
The House, knowing their contents, had only to 
act by their rejection. But he would be glad to 
know how far gentlemen expected the House to 


| act upon them. Where was to be the limit, if 


gument he quoted from Hatsell, (an English | 


authority on that subject,) showing the settled 
practice of the English House of Commons. 
Mr. RHETT wished to correct the gentleman 
by reading a note to the passage which had been 
read by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 


{| 
| 
| 
ii 
{| 


they once commenced? Would it be pretended 
that Congress had the power to abolish slavery 
within this District? But he would wish the word 
slavery to be dropped; for the use of that word 
served to deceive the public in regard to the ques- 
tion. The inquiry should be, has Congress the 
pee to abolish the right of property within the 

istrict of Columbia? That was the question. 


| But perhaps the question that should be first set- | 


Mr WINTHROP said he was desirous to oc- || tied was, whether individuals should hold prop- 


cupy the whole of the time allotted to him; and | 


the importance of those results | 
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erty in slaves. He would not, however, go ja. 
so far as to investigate all that question. |; Wa 
| sufficient for him to know that slavery had existed, 
|| in some form or other, from the beginning of 
| world to the present day, and he believed jt to be 
| the invariable concomitant of civilization and jn), 
‘| provement. So long as the inviolable Principle 
| of order should continue—so long as the advance. 
ment of one man necessarily implied the degra(a. 
| tion of another—so long would there continue i, 
| be slavery. But it was not his intention to gi 
back to the origin of slavery. It now existe 
| under the laws of this country. How did thi. 
|| country acquire the institution originally? They 
' acquired the right to their slaves by purchase, j, 
| was either by an ordinance of the British soyer. 
eign, while these States were colonies of Grog, 
Britain, or by an act of Parliament, he did po; 
remember which; nor did he recollect distinetjy 
where he got the information of this fact, th; 
_ every person who purchased lands was compelle 
to purchase slaves. Thus slavery had been force; 
upon them by that nation which affects so greg; 
|| a horror of slavery, and of everything else whic) 
is not subservient to her own interests, 
| _ Independently of this, there were other cop. 
| siderations which gave to individuals a title to the 
slaves. He raises them; he has to provide for 
them in their old age—to sustain them. And was 
/a man entitled to no remuneration for the care he 
was obliged to take of them? But he appre. 
| hended that the right of property in slaves would 
| not be questioned. It had, however, been con- 
tended by some, that, under the act of cession 
from Maryland of a part of this District, Con. 
gress had full power to abolish slavery. He ques- 
tioned whether the Legislature of Maryland itself 
could abolish slavery. Where was the law au- 
| thorizing them to abolish the right of property? 
| There was no such law. The declaration of rights 
| prohibited the Legislature of Maryland from abol- 
ishing the right of property, and the same with 
regard to Virginia. The Legislatures of these 
States being prohibited from abolishing the right 
of property, in the transfer of territory to the Fed- 
eral Government, they could give no right which 
they did not themselves possess. In fact, the deed 


prohibition of the power to abolish the 
property within this District. 
(Mr. P. here read from the deed of cession, and 
also from a letter of Benjamin Watkins Leigh, 
| showing his opinions upon this subject.] | 
| It was said that Congress had the exclusive 
right to legislate within this District. That was 
|not the question. No one ever supposed that 
another legislative body could exist here; of 
course no one had imagined that the people of 
this District could establish another legislature. 
| But it was never intended that this Legislature 
| should break down all the barriers which exist 
against the destruction of the right of property. 
| General Harrison, in his inaugural address, 
declared that the people of this District should 
not be slaves; that they should be regarded as 
| freemen. He had regarded this declaration as 
absurd; but if such a doctrine prevailed, viz: that 
Congress had the power to sweep away the right 
of property, they were, indeed, the most abject 
of slaves. He contended that no such right did 
exist. The right of property was as well secured 
to the people within this District as it was to the 
_ people of the Union; and every barrier which had 
Son raised to resist the encroachments of the 
power of the Government within the States, ex- 
isted also in regard to this District. But they 
were not left exclusively to reason upon this sub- 
ject. The Constitution itself expressly declared 
in an amendment to that instrument, that private 
property should not be applied to public uses. 
Could it for a moment be contended that slaves 
| were designed to be applied to public uses? It 
would be preposterous. There was another ques- 
tion connected with this subject; and that was, 
the power of Congress to make compensation for 
slaves; but it was not necessary to enter into that 
‘now. It was enough to know that the abolition 
_of the right of property was prohibited both by 
| legislative enactment and by the Constitution 
| itself, 
I ask (said he) if we are bound to receive prop- 

|| ositions to violate the Constitution, and violate 
our oaths. No, sir; though we have no right to 


prevent the,people from petitioning—no right to 


right of 


| 
| 
| 


' 


of cession from Virginia contained an express . 


ry 24, 

i 
Ty go back 
ne It Wag 
ad eXisted, 
UNG Of the 
€G It to he 
on and im. 
; Principle 
€ advance. 
€ degrada. 
ONtinue to 
LION to go 
W eXisted 
W did this 
ly? They 
rchase, |; 
ish SOver. 
Of Great 
e did not 
distinet}y 
fact, that 
compelled 
Pen forced 
8 so great 
Ise which 


ther cop. 
‘ithe to the 
‘Ovide for 
And was 
1€ Care he 
ne appre- 
ves would 
been con- 
f cession 
‘ict, Con. 
He ques- 
and itself 
e law au- 
roperty ? 
| of rights 
rom abo}. 
ame with 
of these 
the right 
» the Fed- 
ht which 
, the deed 
express , 
right of 


sion, and 
8 Leigh, 


Xclusive 
“hat was 
sed that 
here; of 
eople of 
islature. 
vislature 
ich exist 
operty. 
address, 
| should 
irded as 
ation as 
viz: that 
he right 
it abject 
ight did 
secured 
's to the 
‘ich had 
3 of the 
tes, ex- 
jut they 
his sub- 
leclared 
private 
ic uses, 
t slaves 
es? It 
or ques- 
at was, 
tion for 
ito that 
olition 
oth by 
itution 


2 prop- 
violate 
ight to 
ght to 


1844. 

po creel P ™ 

iudge of the subjects on which they shall peti- | 
yal ask if, when petitions are presented at || 
the table, and you have settled in your mind that | 
you have not the right to grant the prayer, be- 
cause in doing 80, you would necessarily violate | 
the Constitution—I ask you if you are bound to | 
entertain, discuss, or legislate on that proposi- 
tion? Now, he would appeal to those honest | 
men in the States who were not Abolitionists— 

for honor and honesty did not belong to the abo- | 
jition party—but those honest men who were | 
united with them under the delusive idea that the | 
right of petition had been abridged, if they really | 
believed that the right of petition was violated by | 
refusing to entertain propositions to violate the | 
Constitution, and violate their oaths. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Gippines] laughs; and I 
would be glad to understand from him if he is | 
an Abolitionist. | 





Mr. GIDDINGS. Yes, lam. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then, sir, we have a striking 
illustration of the honor that belongs to the Abo- 
litionists. 

The SPEAKER. The remarks of the gentle- |! 
man are not in order. | 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman himself inter- | 
rupted me by a grin, which he had no right to | 
do, and my retort was the consequence of his | 
conduct. Then he would say that as these peti- || 
tions proposed a violation of the Constitution, 
Congress had no right to entertain them. If a || 
proposition was made to an individual to disre- 

ard his oath, and do a dishonorable act, he 
should regard it as an insult, and resent it accord- 
ingly. So it was in public affairs. Congress 
should, with as much promptness, refuse to en- 
tertain a dishonorable proposition as an individ- 
ual was bound to do. He was about to say to 
these honest men, who were not connected with || 
the Abolitionists in their unlawful designs, but |) 
who joined them in the clamor for the right of | 
petition, ** you may petition on every subject you || 
please on which Congress can constitutionally 
legislate; refer them, discuss them, and legislate 
on them; but when petitions are presented which 
disregard the Ccnstitution, and ask us to violate 
our oaths, then we are not bound to receive 
them.”” He would ask the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Duncan] who avowed himself opposed to 
the schemes of these Abolitionists, but yet con- 
tended for the reception of these petitions, to 
stand on this ground; that they were not bound 
to violate the Constitution and disregard their 
oaths. If the gentleman went one step further, 
where was he to. stop? The Abolitionists never 
would be satisfied with the civil reception of 
these petitions; they never would be satisfied by 
the receiving them and laying them upon the ta- 
ble; they never would be satisfied except by refer- 
ence, discussion, and report; and, in short, the 
final accomplishment of the objects they have 
in view. He would tell gentlemen, therefore, 
who held the same opinions, that the only safe 
and constitutional ground to stand upon was, that 
Congress should not entertain propositions which 
involve a violation of the Constitution. If- they 
went one step beyond that, there was no stop- 
ping the tide that would rush in. He would 
make one remark to the Democratic party. You 
can never gain the sympathy and affection of the 
Abolition party, do what you will. You may 
make one concession now, and they will imme- 
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ish slavery in the District of Columbia, and to 
his objections to the 2]Ist rule; but the gentleman 
evaded the point he really made, which was that 


Congress had the inherent right to abolish slavery | 
in the District of Columbia whenever a majority | 


of the people desired it. Congress had the same 
ower in relation to this subject that Virginia and 
aryland had before the assumption of jurisdic- 
tion by it here, and that these States had now; 


but neither of them had this power until amajor- || 


ity of the people instructed them to exercise it. 


Now, he would ask the gentleman if he would || 


agree to abolish slavery in the District if a ma- 
jority of the people instructed Congress to do so? 

Mr. PAYNE replied that he had not reached 
that part of the gentleman’s argument, but he in- 
tended to have noticed it before concludir®. He 


would now reply to the gentleman’s question. In | 


the first place, he denied that the people of the 
District of Columbia could instruct Congress at 
all. The doctrine of instruction involved a can- 
stituency, and arepresentation on that floor, which 
the people of the District had not, and therefore 
they could not instruct. 
The rights of property would prevent Congress 
from doing this thing without an amendment to 
the Constitution authorizing it. 


step beyond that instrument. That was his an- 


| Swer to the gentleman from Ohio. 


Mr. WRIGHT, of Indiana, observed that he 
had not risen for the purpose of entering at large 
into this debate, but for the single object of defin- 
ing his position, and setting himself right before 
his constituents. He desired to say, in the first 


place, that if this rule was so important as gen- | 





tlemen contended 
The SPEAKER here announced that the morn- 
ing hour had expired. 
Mr. CLINGMAN moved to suspend the rules, 


| to enable the gentleman from Indiana to go on 


with his remarks. 
The motion was negatived. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Mr. OWEN moved that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

The SPEAKER said, that before putting the 
question, he would take the occasion to lay be- 
fore the House some executive communications. 
He then presented the following: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury 
transmitting a report of the number, names, and 
compensation of the clerks in his Department; 


printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
answer to the resolution of the House of the 13th 
instant, transmitting a statement of the amount 


| of moneys received from the Government of Mex- 


ico, under the treaty of indemnity; and the rea- 
son for refusing compensation to commander J. 
D. Knight, for bringing in one of the installments 
of the said indemnity; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

| A letter from the Treasury Department, sub- 
mitting a report, in compliance with the resolu- 
tion of the House of the 10th instant, of the num- 





diately ask for another; and they will go on get- 
ting more and more from you, until you sink 
down, in the tide of time, to utter oblivion; or 
else they will take you by the hair of the head, 
and doom you to servitude. 

We of the South seek not to abridge the right 
of petition. All that we do is to refuse to receive 
petitions asking us to do that which we have no 
constitutional power to do. He would appeal to 
any reasonable man—if any such there were who 
were codperating with these Abolitionists—if it 
was not the extreme of folly to ask them to receive 
er the prayer of which it was admitted they 

ad not the constitutional power to grant? Were 
these men willing to produce convulsions in the 
country for the sake of receiving these petitions, 
when no good could be produced by it, and when 
the very prayer contained in them had that object 
in view? . 

Mr. DUNCAN asked leave to make an expla- 
nation. The gentleman alluded to the ground he 
took in relation to the right of Congress to abol- 






| ber of acres of land unsold in the Palestine, Vin- 
| cennes, Shawneetown, Kaskaskia, and Vandalia 
| land districts, of the susceptibility of the improve- 
| mons of the great Wabash river, from Terre 
| Haute to its junction with the Ohio river; which 
| was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
| and ordered to be printed. 
| A letter from the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, transmitting a report, in answer to 
a resolution of yesterday, directing him to report 
the amount paid to James Young for services as 
| clerk of the Committee of Claims; and a” what 
authority he has been paid; which was laid on 
the table. 


IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 


Mr. CHAPMAN, on leave, submitted the fol- 
| lowing resolution; which was considered and 
| agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be required, in 
making up the ri: 
this House of the 
articles in foreign countries imported into the United States, 


GLOBE. — 


He would go further. | 


There was no | 
| aspect in which the subject could be viewed which |) 
would show that power in Congress. They were || 
| tied up by the Constitution, and could not go one 


which was laid on the table and ordered to be | 


rt and tables called for by a resolution of 
of March last, in relation to the prices of 
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| to state also the rate of duty imposed on such articles on 
|| being imported into the United States ; and where specifie 


|| duties are imposed, to reduce them to ead valorem rates on 
the cost of such articles abroad. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


|| On motion of Mr. C. JOHNSON, the papers 
in relation to the claim of Milly, a Creek woman, 
were withdrawn from the files of the last session, 
/and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


| Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
|| on Foreign Affairs, reported a biil to authorize the 
|| payment of equitable commissions to the agents or 
|, attorneys of persons in whose favor awards have 
| been made under treaties between the United 
States and foreign Powers, which awards have 
been retained in the Treasury in payments of. 
| debts due to the United States; which was read 
|| twice, and referred to the Committee of the Whole. 
|| Mr. VANCE, from the Committee of Claims, 
i, reported the following bills; which were severally 
| read twice, and referred: 
| A bill for the relief of Samuel B. Folger; 
A bill for the relief of Samuel B. Tucker; 








| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
! 


|| A bill for the relief of the heirs of William Au- 


gustus Allen; 
A bill for the relief of George M. Jones; and 
A bill to provide for the payment of the passage 
|| of General La Fayette from France to the United 
| States, in the year 1824; accompanied by a report 
in each case. 
|| Mr. RATHRUN, from the Committee on Rev- 
|, olutionary Pensions, to which was referred the 
|| bill to amend an act entitled ** An act granting 
| half pay and pensions to certain widows, and the 
| several acts and resolutions amendatory of the 
| same, and to extend and continue the provisions 
| thereof,’’ reported the same with an amendment, 
which was read twice, and committed to the Com- 
|| mittee of the Whole, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. COBB made a report from the Committee 
of Claims, accompanied by a bill for the relief of 
Joseph M. Hernandez; which was read twice, 
|| and committed to the Committee of the Whole. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


| Mr. HUGHES, on leave, introduced a bill to 
| establish a port of entry in the county of Jack- 
| son, in the State of Missouri; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Commerce. 


NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. HOPKINS gave notice that he should, 
|| to-morrow, or some convenient day, ask leave to 
|| introduce a bill for regulating the time of holding 
|| the circuit and criminal courts of the District of 
|| Columbia, and for other purposes. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL gave notice that he 
| would, to-morrow, or some subsequent day, ask 
| leave to introduce a bill to enforce and regulate 
| the habeas corpus act and the act of 1793, concern- 


'| ing fugitives from labor. 


OREGON TERRITORY. 


| 
{| Onmotion of Mr. OWEN, the House resolved 
| itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Campse tt in the chair,) 
| and took up the report of the Committee on For- 
| eign Affairs, presented to the House yesterday, 
| on the resolution of Mr. Owen, in relation to the 
|| Oregon Territory. 
|| Mr. OWEN, on resuming in committee the re- 
|| marks he commenced yesterday in the House, 
very briefly stated the points he had already 
touched upon. In adverting to the proposal first 
| made to Great Britain by the gentleman from 
| Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams,] and renewed by 
| Mr. Clay, to make the Jatitude of 49° the perma- 
| nent boundary between the two nations, Mr. O. 
remarked that one very strong objection to this 
boundary is, that almost all the large masses of the 
best timber in the territory are to be found north 
| of 48°; most of it north of 49°. He also aliuded 
| to the fact that the boundary proposed by Great 
Britain shut out the United States from almost 
every good harbor on the coast, including the 
| harbors of Nootka and Nitinat on Vancouver’s 
| Island, together with Admiralty inlet and Puget 
|| sound, and the mouth of Fraser’s river on the 
| main land. Mr. O. then, taking up his argument 
| at the point at which he was interrupted yester- 
day, quoted the remark of Mr. Calhoun, made 
in the Senate last session, in proof that we were 
placed, by this system of negotiation and con- 





| 

































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































190 


cession, in a false position. 
follows: 

* It follows, that the portion of territory really in dispute 
between the two countries is about three degrees of latitude; 
that is, about one fourth of the whole.” 

Mr. O. then said: I ask you, sir, to observe to 
what point all this is surely leading us. Our 
claims north of 49° are given up, and the ques- 
tion is made to be, how much more, south of that 
ymrallel, we will consent to sacrifice, in addition. 

Vill it be replied, that the sentiment quoted is 
only a remark incidentally falling from an indi- 
vidual member of Congress, which cannot be 
used against us? And do you imagine, sir, that 
the words of John C. Calhoun pass not across 
the Atlantic? Can you believe, that even the 
chance admissions of such a man, on a subject 
so interesting to England as Oregon, are not noted 
by the British Manistry, are not registered at St. 
James’s? Do you suppose that Mr. Packenham, 
the expected British Envoy, has not read that 
speech? And can you doubt, that he will arrive 
among us prepared to settle, not whether Oregon 
is ours or Great Britain’s, but how these three 
degrees of latitude are to be parceled out between 
us? 

What, that is satisfactory or desirable, can re- 
sult from a negotiation commencing under autz- 
pices like these? We are informed, it is true, in 
that portion of the President’s message which 
refers to the hitherto unsuccessful negotiations 





The remark was as 


fora northwestern boundary, that ‘* our Minister || 


in London has, under instructions, again brought 
the subject to the consideration of that Govern- 
ment.’’ Lam sorry for it. ‘Twice we have ap- 
proached Great Britain in a spirit of the mest 
liberal concession. Twice she has rejected our 
advances. ‘The next proposition should come 
from her. We have made too many already. 
The chief objection entertained by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to the proposed resolu- 


tion, we may presume to be, that it is likely to | 


east difficulties in the way of the expected nego- 
tiation. If there were reasonable promise of ben- 
efit to these United States from this diplomatic 
encounter, the argument would be a good one. 
But Europe is an overmatch for us in the courtly 
game of conventions and protocols. From the 
past, I judge the future. That which baffled the 
talents of Henry Clay, and the perseverance of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] 
we may, I trust, without failing in due respect 
to our present Chief Magistrate, be permitted to 
doubt whetherJohn Tyler can succeed in effecting. 

3ut that is not the proper issue. The truth is, 
that until we assume an attitude more independ- 
ent than has hitherto characterized our proceed- 
ings relative to Oregon, no President, no Secre- 
tary, no minister, can reasonably be expected to 
obtain from Great Britain a satisfactory adjust- 
ment of this boundary question. 

How are we to assume such an attitude? By 
retracing, so far as we honorably may, the false 
steps we have taken. By putting an end to en- 
tangling alliances into which we should never 
have entered. By receding from rejected con- 
cessions, which we ought never to have made. 
That is the object and the effect of the joint res- 
olution. 

3ut the Committee on Foreign Affairs may, 
perhaps, further object, that such a notice as that 
resolution proposes is likely to prove offensive, 
and to involve usinawar. If to declare to Great 
Britain that she is no longer to remain with us a 
joint occupant of the valley of the Columbia be 
cause of war,then war mustcome. It may come 
sooner; it may come later; but come it must, at 
last. Can you arrest emigration to Oregon? 
How do you propose to set about it? Will you 
build up along the summit range of the Rocky 
mountains a Chinese wall of demarkation, and 
say to the tameless spirits of the western wilder- 
ness, ** Thus far shall ye go and no further, and 
here shall your onward progress be stayed ?’’ 
Canute had an easier task! When you can 
whistle back the mountain eagle in his upward 
flight to the sun; when you can arrest, by a word, 
the wild horse of the prairie in his mad career; 
when you can extinguish in the bird of passage, 
that instinct which bids her be up and away to 
the regions nature designed for her—then, then 
only, expect to setup mete or bound, short of the 


broad Pacific, a barrier to the restless enterprise 
of the West. 


_ its honor preserves its peace. 
| true, 


| thinking man doubts that. 
_ long, we must not — 
_ over that valley, but als 
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| Oregon is our land of promise. Oregon is our 
| land of destination. ‘* The finger of Nature’’— 
| such was once the words of the gentleman from 

Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] in regard to this 
| country—** points that out.”” Two thousand 

American citizens are already indwellers of her 

valleys. Five thousand more—ay, it may be 

twice that number—will have crossed the mount- 
ain passes before another year rolls round. 

While you are legislating, they are emigrating; 

and whether you legislate for them or not, they 
| will emigrate still: 

What is to be the result of all this? What will 
England do? If she permit us, as I hope and be- 
live, peacefully to overrun the Columbia valley, 
| then neither will she find cause of offense in this 
| resolution. 

London Journal (not the ministerial organ, how- 
| ever) boldly avows she will—if she arm the In- 
| dian tribes in her cause—whatthen? This reso- 
lution may be voted down, the Oregon bill of my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. Hucues] may be de- 
feated this session, as a similar bill was the last; 
| we may depart from these Halls without lifting 
| a finger to protect, by military post or otherwise, 
| our settlers on the Columbia; and yet let Great 
Britain fulfill this threat of arming Indians against 
us, and then let the tomahawk draw but one drop 


—the forerunner of further outrage—and will our 
| people, think you, await your tardy legislation 
before they rush to the rescue? We have faults 
and failings enough, God knows—we of the 
| West; but cowardice—tame, cold-blooded cow- 
ardice—the craven spirit that would desert a com- 


1 

! 
_ of American blood; let one single scalp be taken 
| 


of our character. Let the news pass over our land 


of a massacre among the Oregon emigrants, and | 


your armed-occupation project will be an idle 
form. Oregon will soon be occupied—an armed 
occupation, too! 
by smooth-chinned, trim-uniformed cadets from 
West Point, but by veteran pioneers, from whom 
old age itself, though it whiten their locks, can- 
not steal their strength and their fire; by fierce 


_ young hunters of the frontier, who heard the war- | 
hoop in their cradles, and who burn to emulate | 
the exploits—to avenge the death, perhaps—of 


their fathers; by a partisan army, in short, of 


belts, and their long rifles on their shoulders, fear 
nothing, red or white, in the form of a man. 
lam a friend of peace. I hold that it is our 
duty to do much, to suffer much, if thus we may 
avoid the shedding of human blood. What a 
spectacle would it be, in this age of the world, to 
see two powerful nations squandering lives and 
| treasure in the insensate and antiquated trade of 
war? To avert such a calamity, I would agree 
to any adjustment within the bounds of reason, 
that should not compromise our honor. Further 
than this, even expediency itself forbids us to go. 
A distinguished British statesman has well said: 
| ** He who vindicates the honor of a country, vin- 
dicates its dearest interests; for he who vindicates 
”? Nothing more 
Permanent peace was never yet obtained 
by dishonorable concession. When we do make 
a move, then, let it be an effectual one. It is in 


| vain to cry peace! peace! when there is no peace. 


lt is worse than idle to patch up a hollow truce. 
That which public opinion demands—that which 
these United States must have, sooner or later— 
let us claim now; now, before blood has flowed; 


now, before, in the excitement of an actual rup- | 


ture, both Powers lose sight, as there is too much 


reason to fear they may, of cool and rational judg- 
ment. 


We know that we must have the valley of the | 


Columbia, north as well as south of the river. No 
We know that, ere 
extend our jurisdiction 
o provide homes for its 


| emigants, by grants of lands to actual settlers. A 


| come a law this very session. 


bill to that effect passed the Senate at its Jast ses- | 


sion, and failed in the House under an adverse 


report, made by the gentleman from Massachu- | 
setts, [Mr. Apams,] as chairman of the Commit- | 


tee on Foreign Affairs. A bill of a similar char- 
acter is now pending in this House—another in 
the Senate. Some such bill is not unlikely to be- 
It surely will, in 


| the course of a year or two. 


| 


Yet our right to pass such a bill, with a land 


But if she resist—and as a leading | 


rade at his utmost need, that, at least, is no part | 


And occupied by whom? Not | 


Nimrod warriors, who, with their knives at their | 
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| clause attached—a clause now necessary and jn, 
a in any Oregon bill—has been questioned 
Though it be not a direct infraction of the trea, 
| which declares Oregon ‘free and open’? to the 
| subjects of England equally with the citizens o¢ 
| the United States, it affords ground for an 
/ ment of some plausibility that it is. 
| This should not be. Let us not jeopard a ti, 
clear and unquestionable in itself, by proceeding 
to assert itafter a dubious or questionable manyo, 
| Let every step we take in such a matter ag this 
|| be not justifiable only, but above all suspicion’ 
| We must not go to war with England, with t), 
| right, even by implication, on her side. With 
| ghe right clearly on ours, she dare not go to wa, 
| with us. 

Let us, then, begin at the beginning. Let ys 
| pass the resolution now. Before we promise 
|| possession, even in the future, to Others, let ys 

ourselves take measures fully to obtain it. Th» 
treaty provides the mode, Let us strictly egy. 
form to its provisions. That done, we have gg. 
isfied every requirement. We have silenced every 
scruple. And we may then proceed, untray. 
meled by restricting conventions, to lay the foup. 
dation on the far shores of the Pacific, of free an 
independent States; destined, one day, to join 
their elder sisters of the Confederacy; destined to 
spread and to perpetuate those noble institutions 

that have given us the peace and prosperity we 
| enjoy; and, though prairie and wilderness and 
| mountain intervene, destined in after times to be. 
/come one with us, not in political bonds only, 
| but in sentiment and in habit, in feeling and iy 
creed. 

Mr. THOMASSON said he was unwilling that 
the vote should be taken upon a report coming 
from a committee of which he was a member, 
without the action of that committee being dis. 
tinctly understood, not only by his immediate 
constituents, but by the whole country. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Owen] had not u- 
tered a single sentiment in relation to the right of 
this Government which he did not subscribe to, 
The only difference between the gentleman and 
himself was as to the propriety of taking an 
legislative action on the subject at this time. l 
had been announced through the public prints, as . 
coming from the President of the United States, 
that the Government of Great Britain had de- 
puted a special envoy to treat with this Govern- 
ment on the Oregon question; and it was but fair 
to infer that the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
in coming to the conclusion they had, were actu- 
ated by a desire on their part not to interfere with 
the negotiations upon that subject. For himself, 
he had no hesitation in saying that it would be 
highly impolitic to have any legislative action 
now upon the subject, more especially as they 
had been officially informed that they were short- 
ly to have a minister from Great Britain here 
among us to treat with this Government upon the 
subject. What would be the consequence, sup- 
posing they were to notify Great Britain that they 
were determined to take possession of Oregon, 
whether she was willing or not?) How would the 
negotiators approach the subject after that was 
done? He knew but little about national affairs, 
this being his first journey across the Alleghanies. 
He would rather listen than speak; for there was 
more need of receiving than of imparting inform- 
ation; but, according to his own idea, to announce 
the intention of this Government to terminate the 
treaty, and to take possession of Oregon at this 

articular period, would be highly injudicious at 
east. Why not regulate the whole matter by 
legislation? If they were to give the pioneers 
within that Territory ten years longer, they 
would not ask for legislation. ‘They would have 
possession of the country. Every one must see 
that this would be the inevitable result. 

It had been said that two thousand American 
citizens had already emigrated thither; he was of 
the opinion that there were upwards of twenty 
thousand American citizens located beyond the 
Rocky mountains, taking in the whole range of 
country from California to the northern limit 
claimed by the United States; and that thousands 
were preparing to emigrate. This Government 
| had only to wait with patience, and it would cer- 
| tainly belong to them eventuajly. But if they de- 

termined to give England notice that the stipula- 
tions of the convention should cease, what would 
| be the result? Was it not announcing to the world 


aly, 


arey. 
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——— 
that, after the expiration of a year, Oregon would 
ve regarded as belonging to this Goyernment, and 
that this Government would take possession of it 
atall hazards, and at whatever expense. They 
would stand 


it be possible for this Government to do so, situ- 
ated as she now is? Gentlemen might suppose it 
was an easy matter to collect an army and remove 
them to any point; but he could tell them that the 
cost of transporting an army across the Rocky 
jountains would be more than the whole revenue 
of this country for the next five years. 

It might be a land of promise, as the gentleman 
fom Indidha said; it might be a perfect Canaan; 
put, if so, it was contrary to all accounts that he 
had ever received from Oregon. It had been in- 
yariably described to him as consisting of waste 
sand-banks in part, and the remainder mountain- 
ous, and covered with volcanic remains, until you 


jescend the rivers which empty into the Pacific | 


some distance. Hlow would they transport an 
army to Oregon? It would be no child’s play, if 
Great Britain should choose to carry her forces 


thither. She could concentrate an army of fifty | 


thousand men in Oregon in eight weeks’ time. 
Previously to the negotiation of the Ashburton 
treaty, the newspapers were full of information 
relative to a great line of steam vessels for the 
conveyance of the mails between Great Britain 
and all the. principal West India Islands. He 


was informed that Great Britain had taken the | 
precaution to have stationed at various points | 
large quantities of coal, with a view, as was said, | 


to supply these vessels engaged in transporting 
the mails. Since the conclusion of that treaty, 
had they heard anything of these vessels? e 


had been informed further, that within thirty-six | 


hours those vessels could be changed into war 
steamers, havigg a supply of coal at hand. Had 


the two Governments not settled the question, | 


Great Britain, having all this force on hand, what 
would have been the result? And now the knowl- 
edge which they had of the fact that Great Brit- 


ain has, at this moment, a very large and dispos- | 
able force in China, which could be brought by | 
six weeks’ sail, and landed at the mouth of the | 


Oregon river, was a matter which he hoped gen- 
temen would seriously consider. Ele was not 
for war, but for peace; he was a peace-loving, 
law-fearing, law-abiding man. He trusted, when- 
ever the country called upon him, he would be 


ready to answer that call; but he was not for | 


hurrying rashly into difficulty, which he might 
possibly regret. , 


Mr. WENTWORTH said he had no idea of 


speaking until he heard the extraordinary decla- 


ration which had just fallen from the gentleman || 


from Kentucky. He was both surprised and as- 
tonished at the tenor of that gentleman’s speech. 
The gentleman had told them that a special min- 
ister was about to be sent to this country to nego- 


tiate upon the subject of Oregon; and that, until | 


those negotiations were consummated, it would 
ve highly improper for them to take any action 


upon the subject. They were told that they must | 
ve Silent because a British minister was coming | 


to negotiate. For that very reason, he would 


tell the gentleman who had introduced this topic, | 


we ought at once to let Great Britain know that 
we will not surrender to her an inch of territory. 
He was one of those believing that Great Britain 
had taken her last inch of this continent; and 
that, instead of gaining, she is to lose. She may 
relinquish all hopes of adding to her possessions; 
foreven when the people of Canada again strike 


for freedom, she will not be permitted to have | 


another peace establishment on our frontier, or 
have the aid of independent freemen to keep her 
subjects in vassalage. That game has been shined 
already once too often. It will not be repeated. 
“Give the settlers of the Oregon ten years,”’ 
said the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Tuom- 
asson,] ‘* and the country would be ours without 
legislation.”? Give them ten years, and Great 
Britain, securing the aid of the Indians and the 
Hudson’s Bay Company, would be able to resist 
effectually the claim of this Government. Ten 
years our people were to struggle on, under the 
domination of the British authorities—to be tried 
not by British laws, but by laws made to suit the 
occasion. Allow all these grievances to proceed 
for ten years, while we sit calm and inactive here? 
He was astonished that the gentleman shauld pro- 


pledged to take possession, let the | 
cost or the sacrifice be what it might; and would | 
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| pose it. As long as a portion of the country was 
in danger, he was for defending it; and not for 
| waiting ten years, until the population of the 
Territory became able to defend it. He wanted 
the question taken now, in order that the British 
Minister, who is coming t® negotiate, might un- 
derstand that he is not to have an inch of Oregon. 
Had it come to this, that a man had risen upon 
the floor of Congress, and said that it would not 
do for us to take any measures in relation to Ore- 
gan, in consequence of Great Britain’s strength? 
He was astonished to hear such an assertion in 
such a place, and from such a quarter. If the 
gentleman believed it, he ought not to have said 
it. How much had they ever got from Great 
Britain, but by hard fighting? Evenafter the war 
for independence, they had to fight the battle over 
| again; and they would yet have to fight it over 
| again for Oregon. He believed they were as much 
obliged to defend Oregon, as to defend the spot 
on nanny stood. What! should American 
|| citizens be recreant to their country, if they feared 
to stand up in her defense because Great Britain 
was powerful? Let her come with her steamers 
—let her come with her cannon; there are Amer- 
ican hearts in the breasts of the people of this 
country, and they will withstand her power, as 
did our forefathers in the days of the Revolution. 
He held that their chief object should be to let 
Great Britain know that she is not to, and can- 
not, get Oregon from us—that this nation will 
never consent that she shall have Texas or Cal- 
ifornia—and that we do not care how soon she 
loses Canada. 

He feared England had too many friends upon 
that floor; but the very last reason which should 
be assigned for friendship with Great Britain was, 
that they were afraid of her strength. All that he 
wished was, that she might undertake to get Ore- 
gon. She might be successful for a time; but, 
eventually, the American valor would be goaded 
on, and, as the gentleman from Indiana happily 
said, there would be a rush across the Rocky 
mountains. ‘There would arise some Jackson to 
defend the mouth of the Columbia, as General 
Andrew Jackson had defended the mouth of the 
Mississippi. Yes, there would be a Jackson at 
hand, to act as he did, in imprisoning the Halls 
and Loualliers; for when the great question of 
Oregon comes up, there would be tratiors. Our 
country never got into trouble yet but there were 
some mencrying out peace! peace! while they were 
| contriving her destruction. Butwhen our rights 
are infringed, we are not the men to be satisfied 
|| with peace. We strike with vigor, and never will 
yield until driven to complete subjugation. He 
was for speaking out upon this subject distinctly, 
so that the British Minister, when he comes, might 
know what were the feelings of the American peo- 
ple, and particularly of the people of the West, 
with regard to it. 

Mr. THOMASSON hoped he would not be 
misunderstood on the subject. He did not be- 
lieve he said anything to convey the view that the 
power of Great Britain was so formidable as to 
prevent us from insisting upon our rights. So far 
as he was concerned, he had not shown any dread 
of British power; for he had, in the last war, 
shouldered his musket in defense of that very 
| State the gentleman in part represented. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. I am happy to hear it; 
I hope the gentleman will shoulder his musket in 
| defense of Oregon. 
| Mr. HUGHES observed that he did not rise 
at this late hour to enter into the discussion of 

the subject; but to express his dissent from the 

views advanced by the gentleman from Ken- 
|, tueky, [Mr. Tuomasson.] He thought the gen- 
|| tleman was mistaken, and particularly so in what 
| he said as to phe importance and value of the 
\ country. He thought he should be able to show, 
|| as he would endeavor to do, that this country 
| 





| 


| possessed as much rich soil as belonged to the 
| old thirteen United States. 
the committee rise. 
Mr. PARMENTER requested the gentleman 
| to withdraw his motion, and suggested that the 
| subject under discussion should be passed over 


He now moved that 





informally; and that the committee proceed to the 


| tee on Naval Affairs, authorizing the transfer of 
| naval appropriations. ; 

| This being agreed to by general consent, Mr. 
| Hucnes withdrew his motion. 


consideration of the bill reported by the Commit- | 


19] 
TRANSFER OF NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 
The bill to authorize the President of the Uni- 

ted States to direct the transfer of naval appro- 

priations under certain circumstances was taken 
up and read. 

Mr. PARMENTER went into an explanation 
of the nature and objects of the bill, and stated 
the pressing demand for the money intended to 
be transferred, to enable the Department to carry 
on its —— The bill (he said) had been 
so amended as to obviate the objections that had 
been made against such transfers, as deviating 
from the established principle of specific appro- 
priations. The bill was limited both as to time 
and amount, as it was to extend only to the end 
of the present fiscal year; and the sum was not 
to go beyond $200,000. No additional appro- 
priation was involved, and no surplus appropria- 
ttons for other objects would be used, unless they 
were not needed for that object, 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL observed that he 
should like to understand if the bill was amended 
so as to limit the time and amount of the trans- 
fers. That being the case, he should not object to 
it; and he believed that, had the first bill been so 
framed, it would have passed without any objec- 
tions. That bill conflicted with a principle—that 
of specific appropriations—which had been in 
practice for forty years. 

Mr. PARMENTER said the bill was limited 
to the present fiscal year, thatexpires on the 30th 
June next; and the sum to be transferred was 
limited to $200,000. 

Mr. T. SMITH observed that, not being very 
well informed on the subject, his object in rising 
was to elicit information from those gentlemen 
who were able to give it. He took it to be the 
correct principle that appropriations should be 
specific; and that those who had the administra- 
tion of them should rigidly confine them to the 
objects for which they were appropriated. As he 
understood the first bill, it placed it in the power 
of the Secretary of the Navy to dispose of the 
entire appropriation for that branch of the service 
at his own discretion, which was equivalent to 
their making one general appropriation. But the 
gentleman came forward with an amendment to 
that bill, limiting the transfers both as to time and 
amount; and further took the power of making 

| them from the Secretary, and gave it to the Pres- 
ident. What was the effect of this? Why, it 
would go to the country that $200,000 was placed 
at the discretion of the Executive; and what was 
it more than a mere accommodation to him? 
Would he not have the power to withhold the 
money from one object to which it had been ap- 
propriated, and apply it to another to which he 
was more favorably disposed? Now, he was en- 
tirely opposed to giving this power either to the 
| President or the Departments, and would confine 

the appropriations to the objects designated by 
Congress. They had been told that one of the 
objects was to give employment to many work- 
men who had been discharged for wantof money 
to pay them, and were now in a state of suffer- 
ing. Whose fault was it that they had been dis- 
charged ? Was it the fault of Congress, or of the 
appropriation? By no means. It was the fault 
of those who employed them without the means 
of paying them. 

Mr. PARMENTER rose simply to explain 
two points in the gentleman’s remarks. One was, 
'that the power was given to the President, in- 
stead of the Secretary of the Navy; anu the other 
was, that it would be in the power of the Secre- 
tary to withhold appropriations from one object, 
' and apply them to another to which he was more 
| favorable. To the first, he would reply that it 
| was the usual form to give the power to the Pres- 

ident; and to the second, he would say that no 

power was given to transfer an appropriation 
| from any object, and apply it to another, unless 
|| the first was completed, and did not need it. 

| Mr. MORRIS spoke in favor of the bill, and 

|| referred to several public works that were suffer- 

| ing for the want of means to carry them on, or 

|| protect them from the weather. He considered 

|| the passage of this bill would be a wise and eco- 
|| nomical measure. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON observed, that when this 

question was formerly before the House he made 

| a few observations in regard to it, and asked what 

\| were the balances of these appropriations that 

| were to be transferred? For instance: in the 
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act of the last session, Congress appropriated 
$1,500,000 for repairs of the Navy; and that ap- 
propriation, the Secretary told them, was exhaust- 


ed, and he wanted to apply the balances that | 


were unexpended of other appropriations, for 
other objects, to continue these repairs. Now, 
before he gave his sanction to this application of 
these balances, he wanted to know how this 
$1,500,000 had been expended. The Secretary 
told them that he had expended this $1,500,000 
for repairs; and asked for more. We say to him 
that we did not intend that he should have more 
for this object, when we appropriated that sum. 
But it was proposed to take the money from 
appropriations that had been made for other ob- 
jects. Now, on looking at this bill, he found 
that $100,000 had been appropriated for the navy- 

rd at Pensacola, and an appropriation for the 


a 
ow York navy-yard, which had not been ex- | 


pended, the Secretary wanted to apply to other 


objects. 

Mr. PARMENTER called the attention of the 
rentieman from ‘Tennessee to the clause of this 
Bill which prohibits the transfer of certain bal- 
ances. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said that did not change 
his argument. He charged that appropriations 
made for the pay of crews, &c., when on service, 
had been transferred to other branches; and, 


when the sailors came back, and claimed their | 


pay, another appropriation was necessary. He 
contended that some restraint should be put on 
the heads of Departments, and he hoped the 
House would not pass this bill. 

Mr. C.J. INGERSOLL would be very glad to 
hand over the Secretaries to the tender mercies of 
the gentleman from Tennessee; but he could not 
see any good reason why they should nip them- 
selves, or stop the Navy, and turn the poor work- 
men adrift in the midst of winter. 

Conceding that there had been mismanagement 
on the part of the Secretaries, yetevery body knew 
that it would be three months before provision 
could be made for the branches to which itis now 
sought to make this transfer, in the general appro- 
priation bill, and if this bill were not anaes the 


men would be punished for the faults of the Sec- | 


retaries. 


Mr. MURPHY, with great respect for the ex- 


perience of his friend from Tennessee, [Mr. C. 
Jounson,] confessed that he could not see the 
force of the objection which that gentleman urged 
against the passage of this bill. The gentleman 
from Tennessee, in reply to the argument of the 


gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Parmen- | 


TER,]} in favor of this transfer to the repairs and 
increase department, said that injustice might be 
done to those who were of right the recipients of 
that appropriation. 
before the committee, he was of opinion that pro- 
vision was made to obviate every injustice. The 
honorable gentleman read an extract from the bill 
in support of his position. 

Gentlemen, however, argued as if this was a 
new mode of proceeding; but he said, in reply, 


that since 1809, there was hardly a time when | 


this power was not given to the heads of Depart- 
ments. In the year he had mentioned, a general 
law was passed authorizing the President, on the 
application of any of the Secretaries, to make 
transfers from one branch of public expenditure 
to another; and that law remained, with slight 
modifications, until very lately. He enumerated 
the periods when Congress had legislated on this 
subject; and then urged that here they had the 
almost uninterrupted practice of the Government 


for a long period, and the recommendation of the | 
President in his message, and of the Secretary in | 


his report, in favor of the principle laid down in 
this bil. 

But this was not a measure to give employment 
simply toa few men. He knew well that, in one 
of the navy-yards of the United States, there was 


a vessel half coppered, which could be completed | 


and Jaunched by an expenditure of from five thou- 


sand to ten thousand dollars; but if that vessel || 


were allowed to remain in her unfinished state 


until the general appropriation bill was passed, | 
the Government would lose more than would now 


pering. 


suffice to complete the cop 
ere made to the honor- 


Some observation was 


able gentleman, in an under tone, by a member || 


near him. 
Mr. MURPHY replied, if this case did not 


Now, as he read the bill | 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| commend itself to the good sense of the gentle- 


| man, he should not press it on local grounds. He 
| then went on to show that the public service 
would greatly suffer if specific appropriations 
were in all cases to be made, and no transfer were 
to be. allowed. 
Mr. ATKINSON said gentlemen from the 
western States were too much accustomed to look 


upon the Navy as belonging to the sea-board; but || 


he considered it the Navy of the East and the 
West, the North and the South. He wasa friend 


j 
| 
i 
} 
| 
{ 
| 


to the Navy, and he should stand up on all occa- | 


sions for proper retrenchments in the Nayy De- 
partment; for, to continueits popularity with the 
a they must reduce its expenditures; but 
et them not take its life-blood away. He then 
defended the bill generally against objections 
_ which had been made to it, showed its necessity, 
and advocated its passage. 
Mr. HARALSON said the members of this 
House were sent here by the people; apd they 
| were supposed to know the wishes and feelings 
of the people. By those representatives, appro- 
priations were made for specific objects; and his 
idea was, that those appropriations never should 
| be diverted from the purposes for which they 
| were voted by the people’s representatives. The 
_ bill now before the committee gave to the Secre- 
_ tary a too unlimited power; for he was’ to judge 
whether the unexpended balances were necessary 


or not; and might transfer them to other branches, || 
although the representatives of the people had || 


| appropriated them to specific objects. ‘To this 


he had great objection. 


should know their object; and, when they were 


He wished, when ap- | Jie on the table. 


propriations were asked for, that the people | 


| 
| 
| 
| 





| directed intoa particular channel, that they should | 


| go there, and that no one should be allowed to 
give then a different direction. If an enlargement 
| of policy was necessary—which it was not neces- 


| sary for him to discuss—he should desire the | 


| money to be called for directly for that purpose. 


his vote; but he was unwilling to vote money for 
| a particular purpose, and then that it should be 
diverted to other objects than those to which the 
_ people’s representatives said it should go. 

After some further discussion, in which Messrs. 
PARMENTER, HUGHES, HOPKINS, BID- 
| LACK, C. JOHNSON, and BELSER, partici- 

pated, the committee rose, and reported that they 
| had come to no conclusion upon either of the 
| Subjects which they had had under consideration. 
The House then adjourned. 


| The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 

| to the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The petition of Nicholas 

| Fleanor, of Indiana, praying compensation for a horse lost 
in the battle of Tippecanoe. 

Aliso, the petition of ninety-one members of the Legisla- 
| ture of Indiana, asking a donation of land to O'Bryan Me- 
| Namer, on account of bodily disability. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Morgan county, Indiana, 

in favor of granting to Bryce W. Miller privilege to dig a 
| mill race through certain public lands, and for a grant of 
| land for draining the same. 

By Mr. FICKLIN: The petition of Thomas Smith and 


| fifty others, of Edgar county, Iilinois, asking an appropria- || 
| tion of tands in the Wabash valley, for the improvement of 


| the Wabash river from Terre Hante (the terminus of the 
Wabash and Erie canal) to the Ohio river. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The memorial and deposition of 
the representatives of Willis Niddich, asking compensation 
for losses sustained in the revolutionary war, by the de- 
struction by the enemy of the buildings of said Niddich,in 

| which the public provisions were placed ; which were re- 
_ ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. STEWART, of Connecticut: The petition of W. 
| 8. Stockton, of Florida, mail contractor, praying for an 
allowance for aciual damages, owing to the annulment of 
a mail contract by the Postmaster General. 
| By Mr. DANA: The petition of one bundred and twen- 

ty-four citizens of Perry, Wyoming county, New York, to 
reduce the rates of postage, &c.; which was refersed to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


| 
| 


By Mr. KING, of New York: The petition of inhabit- | 


| ants of Ogdensburgh, to abridge the franking privilege, and 
| to reduce the rates of postage. 

By Mr. JOHNSON, of Ohio: The petition of E. Short 
and forty others, citizens of Washington county, Ohio, 
praying for an extension of mail route No. 2102, from Wash- 
ington, Guernsey county, to Lowell, Washington county, 
| Ohio; which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
| Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of Captain John 

Martin, for a further pension. 

By Mr. RELFE: The petition of Robert Miller, Joseph 
| Fawcett, and others, asking Congress to passa law by which 
the sense of the people of the United States can be taken 

as to the constitutionality ef banks, paper money, &c. 

By Mr. PARMENTER: The memorial of Martin Col- 
\| tiers, of Chariestown, Massachusetts, in relation to the offi- 


| 
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cial conduct of General Henderson, of the marine ¢o;,,. 
also, the petition of Nathaniel R. Whitney and fifty-he : 
others, legal voters of East Cambridge, Massachusetis Po 
the abolition of the spirit-ration in the United States Na | 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affuirs. 
By Mr. TYLER: The petition of Seymour D. Shaw q 
others, praying for the erection of a light house at m 
mouth of Cattaraugus creek, New York, and for the Brees. 
cution of the unfinished works at that place. 
| Also, the petition of H. Stoddard and others, for the 
same. 
Also, the petition of H. Sturns and others, for the same 
| Also, the petition of Loren Strong and others, for the 
| same. 
Also, the petition of Captain O. Conner and others 
the same. ; 
By Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 
Philip Schnell, a soldier of the Revolution, askipg fora pep. 
sion. 
By Mr. HARPER: The petition of Joseph Gilman and 
fifty-nine others, citizens of Indiana, praying for a rant 
| of land to aid in the completion of the Wabash and Pie 
canal ; which was referred to the Committee on Pybjie 
Lands. 
By Mr. DILLINGHAM: The petition of Calvin Morrey 
and others, citizens of Caledonia county, Vermont, prayin 
for a reduction of postage and an abridgment of the fran 


} 
| 
| 


for 


|| ing privilege. 


| IN SENATE. 
| Tuurspay, January 25, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
| Senate a communication from the War Depart. 
| ment, arcane, | in compliance with the ae 
| reorganizing that Department, statements of cop. 
tracts made by the Bureaus of Ordnance and Con. 
struction, Provision and Clothing; which, on 
motion of Mr. HUNTINGTON, was ordered to 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. FOSTER presented a petition from Eliza 
| Maury, widow of a deceased naval officer, pray- 
ing for a naval pension fund; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. HUNTINGTON presented a memorial of 


| the Hartford and New Haven Railroad Compa- 
| If it were shown to be necessary, it should have | 


| 


ny, praying a remission of duty on certain rail- 
road iron laid down on the Hartford and Spring- 
field railroad; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial from 
| citizens of Washington county, Pennsylvania, 
| praying for a reduction of the rates of postage; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
_ Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from 
Hiram Barney, in behalf of himself and other 
persons, praying the repeal of the law of March, 
1843, authorizing the running of boundary lines 
of the reservation for the use of the Sac and Fox 
tribe of Indians, so as to leave the boundary as 
it was originally; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. W. also presented a petition from James 
W. Lowe, asking for compensation for the cap- 
ture of the British private armed schooner Ann, 
during the late war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. W. presented to the Senate a letter super- 
| scribed to him, from C. Edwards Lester, Amer- 
ican consul at Genoa, representing that the Du- 
razzo family are about to offer their celebrated 
library for sale, and urging upon Congress the 
propriety of making a purchase thereof, which 
| can be effected for $30,000; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a similar letter 
which waseaddressed to him. It received the 
same reference. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition from Mary 
Morrice, of the city of Washington, asking to be 
placed on the Navy pension list; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a petition from 
the administrator of John Judge, praying com- 
pensation for a machine invented by him for test- 
"ing the strength of cables; which was referred to 


| the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. UPHAM, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to which was referred the pet- 
tion of the heirs of Dr. George Davis, a surgeon § 
mate in the Army, for certain compensation, made 

| an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. BARROW, from a majority of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported a bill to re 
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